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Abstract
Recovering waste heat from industrial processes is beneficial in order to reduce primary
energy demands. Waste heat temperatures; however, are often too low to directly uti-
lize in processes with high temperature demands, thus high temperature heat pumps
might be useful. Hybrid heat pumps with ammonia/water mixtures as working fluid are
identified as one of the most promising heat temperature heat pump technologies. The
hybrid heat pump process combines the conventional vapour-compression heat pump
cycle and the absorption heat pump cycle, and is especially suited for process with large
temperature lifts due to the fact that binary mixtures evaporates and condenses with
varying tempeatures. Moreover, saturation pressures of ammonia/water mixtures is sig-
nificantly lower than saturation pressure of pure ammonia, which enables of ammonia at
higher temperatures than in conventional vapour-compression heat pumps. Hybrid heat
pump systems are also distinguished by high performances and are flexible considering
capacity control and external changes.
A two-stage compression/absorption heat pump simulation model was developed in or-
der to evaluate the thermodynamic process for high temperature operation. In the
simulation scenarios, waste heat was available at 50 ◦C and the goal was to heat process
water from 100 ◦C to 150 ◦C. Heat pump performance, temperature levels and pressure
levels were some of the key results of the simulation scenarios. Secondary, it was devel-
oped a simulation model of a finned, annular tube cross-flow absorber in order to assess
the dimensions of an absorber for heating air with an ammonia/water mixture. Both
models were used in a simulation case where the compression/absorption heat pump
was integrated in a spray drying process using waste heat air at 35 ◦C as heat source.
Simulations with the two-stage model showed that the scenarios with high water content
in the vapour before the compressor, achieved the highest performances. Circulation ra-
tios were higher, which resulted in a larger fraction of the mixture mass flow went through
the compressor circuit, hence smaller compressor work. Although pressure ratios were
higher, resulting absorber pressures were significantly lower. Some of the disadvantages
with high water content were higher discharge temperatures, although discharge temper-
atures were high in all scenarios, and considerably lower vapour densities. In simulations
were the discharge temperature was limited to 180 ◦C, the highest achieved COP was
1.81, while in simulations with no limitations to the discharge temperature, the high-
est COP was 2.53. Moreover, simulation scenarios without limitations to the discharge
temperature resulted in lower absorber pressures, hence lower pressure ratios and higher
performances. However, it resulted in discharge temperatures as high as 310 ◦C. Simula-
tions with a desuperheater showed, provided that the minimum temperature difference
between solution and heat sink does not occur at the absorber inlet, that a desuper-
heater provides no gain. Even when the minimum temperature difference occurs at the
absorber inlet, there is only a small gain and it gets smaller with increasing circulation
ratios.
Dimensioning the absorber gave some unrealistic results in terms of an extreme ratio
between absorber height and width/length. Even with the smallest obtained ratio, the
iii
iv
height was 10 times the width, and the required surface area was significantly higher than
for larger ratios. It is difficult to determine whether the results are due to errors in the
simulation model or if it is difficult to obtain a noteworthy result with the simulation
inputs. However, it is worth mentioning that the air mass flow rate was 15 times as
high as the mixture mass flow rate. In the spray drying simulation case, the heat
pump performance was 1.40 including the fan work. This performance was calculated
with no limitation to the discharge temperature and with more realistic limitations, the
performance would have been lower. The required temperature lift in the case may have
been somewhat high for the heat pump process.
Sammendrag
Gjenvinning av overskuddsvarme i industrielle prosesser er gunstig for å kunne redusere
den primære energibruken, men ofte er temperaturen på varmen for lav til å direkte
kunne nyttes i prosesser med høye temperaturkrav, dermed vil høytemperaturvarmepum-
per være nødvendig. Hybride varmepumper med ammoniakk/vannblandinger som ar-
beidsmedium er identifisert som en av de mest lovende teknologiene for høytemperatur-
varmepumper. Hybride varmepumper kombinerer konvensjonelle kompresjonsvarmepum-
per og absorbsjonsvarmepumper, og er særdeles egnet for prosesser med store tempera-
tureløft idet binære blandinger fordamper og kondenserer med varierende temperaturer.
Videre er metningstrykkene til ammoniakk/vannblandinger betydelig lavere en for ren
ammoniakk, noe som fører til at ammoniakk kan brukes som arbeidsmedie for høyere
temperaturer en i konvensjonelle kompresjonsvarmepumper. Hybride varmepumper
kjennetegnes også av høy ytelse og stor fleksibilitet med tanke på kapasitetsregulering
og ytre forandringer.
Det ble utviklet en simuleringsmodell av en to-trinns kompresjons/absorbsjonsvarm-
pumpe for å kunne vurdere prosessen termodynamisk, ved høytemperaturdrift. I simu-
leringsscenarioene ble blant annet varmepumpens ytelse, trykknivåer og temperatur-
nivåer vurdert når overskuddsvarme ved 50 ◦C ble gjenvunnet og prosessvann varmet
opp fra 100 ◦C til 150 ◦C. Det sekundære målet var å utvikle en simuleringsmodell for
dimensjonering av en rør-finnevarmeveksler for oppvarming av luft. Videre ble begge
modellene brukt i en case der varmepumpen ble integrert i en spraytørkeprosess hvor
overskuddsvarmen fra luft ved 35 ◦C ble brukt som varmekilde i desorberen.
Simuleringer med to-trinns modellen viste at varmepumpen hadde høyest ytelse når am-
moniakk konsentrasjonen i gassen i kompresjonskretsen var den laveste av de vurderte
scenarioene. Det førte til at sirkulasjonsraten ble høy og en større andel av massestrøm-
men til blandingen gikk i løsningskretsen, dermed ble kompressorarbeidet mindre. Selv
om trykkforholdet var noe større, ble absorbertrykkene betydelig lavere. Ulempene med
en høy andel vann var at trykkgasstemperaturene ble høyere, selv om trykkgasstemper-
aturene ble veldig høye for alle simuleringene, og at gasstettheten er betraktelig mindre.
Med trykkgasstemperaturen begrenset til 180 ◦C, var den høyeste ytelsen 1.81, mens
uten begrensinger ble en ytelse på 2.53 oppnådd. Videre viste simuleringsresultatene at
ved å øke grensen til trykkgasstemperaturen kunne absorbertrykkene reduseres, dermed
lavere trykkforhold og høyere ytelse. Men det førte samtidig til trykkgasstemperaturer
opp mot 310 ◦C. Simuleringer med overhetningsvarmeveksler viste at, såfremt den minste
temperaturdifferansen mellom blandingen og varmesluket ikke forekommer ved innløpet
til absorberen, vil ikke overhetningsvarmeveksleren gi noen gevinst. Selv når den min-
ste temperaturdifferansen forekommer ved innløpet, vil gevinsten være liten og den blir
mindre når sirkulasjonsraten øker.
Dimensjoneringen av absorberen ga noe urealistiske resultater i form av det ekstreme
forholdet mellom høyden og bredden/lengden på absorberen. Selv med det minste
forhol- det, var høyden 10 ganger så stor som bredden, i tillegg krevde det et betraktelig
større varmevekslerareal en ved større forskjeller mellom høyde og bredde/lengde. Det
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er vanskelig å avgjøre om det er et resultat av feil i simuleringsmodellen, eller om det
er vanskelig å oppnå gode resultater med inngangsparameterene brukt i simuleringene.
Det er verdt å nevne at massestrømmen til luft vil kunne være 15 ganger så stor som
massestrømmen til blandingen under disse forholdene, samtidig er hastigheten til luften
begrenset. Simuleringscasen med spraytørke ga en varmepumpeytelse på 1.40, inkludert
viftearbeidet. Denne ytelsen ble beregnet uten begrensing til trykkgasstemperaturen,
og med mer realistiske begrensinger til trykkgasstemperaturen ville ytelsen vært betrak-
telig lavere. Det er mulig at temperaturløftet i simuleringscasen var i overkant stor for
varmepumpeprosessen.
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Introduction
1.1 Background
Global energy demands are increasing and concerns of global warming brings major chal-
lenges considering the future of energy production and consumption. Industry requires
energy at high temperatures and produces vast amounts of waste heat, often disposed
without further use. Recovering waste heat is environmentally benign as it reduces pri-
mary energy use. However, waste heat temperatures are often too low to directly utilize
and in order to make use of low grade waste heat for processes with high temperature
requirements, heat pumps are necessary (Stene, 1993). Heat pumps are the only heat
recovering system able to deliver heat at a higher temperature than the temperature
of the waste heat (Dinçer and Kanoğlu, 2010). In the last two decades, heat pump
technology has become a mature technology (Chua et al., 2010). Heat pumps with
output temperatures below 50 ◦C are widely used for residential purposed. However,
heat pumps for industrial use and high temperature applications are rarely used. High
initial costs as well as low energy costs has been some of the main factors for the slow
development. Nevertheless, there is a large potential and it is estimated that 40% of the
primary industrial energy demand in industrialised countries can be reduced by the use
of heat pumps. If the use of heat pumps in industry should prevail, initial cost must
be decreased. (Dinçer and Kanoğlu, 2010). Heat pumps have to be financially com-
petitive with technologies such as boilers, heat pipes and regenerators. Moreover, heat
pumps must be able to deliver heat at 150 ◦C to 300 ◦C and process technologies must be
adapted to heat pump applications. While the residential market may be satisfied with
standardized solutions and installations, most industrial heat pump applications need to
be adapted to unique conditions (Jakobs et al., 2010). Heat pumps can be used for space
heating, process water heating and cooling, steam production, drying and humidification
processes, evaporation, distillation and concentration processes in a wide range of indus-
trial sectors, and different processes requires energy in wide ranges of temperature levels
and temperature lifts, which sets requirements to heat pump technology. The phase-out
of CFCs and HFCs challenges the development of high temperature heat pumps as it re-
sults in fewer applicable refrigerants. Brunin et al. (1997) vindicated that conventional
vapour-compression heat pumps with hydrocarbons and compression/absorption heat
pumps with ammonia/water mixtures offers the two most promising heat pump tech-
nologies for high temperature applications. Compression/absorption heat pumps with
ammonia/water mixtures presents an interesting alternative, not only because of the
use of two natural working fluids, but it combines the vapour-compression heat pump
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cycle and absorption heat pump cycle. Vapour-compression heat pumps have limited
temperature lifts, inflexible operating ranges, limited capacity control and mismatches
between temperature curves, while absorption heat pumps have limited temperature
ranges (Kim et al., 2013). By combining the two systems in a hybrid compression/ab-
sorption heat pump, the individual limitations are reduced. Compression/absorption
heat pumps are characterized as heat pump systems especially suited for processes with
large temperature lifts, due to evaporation and condensation with temperature glides,
and distinguished by high performance and flexibility considering capacity control and
external changes.
1.2 Main goal of the thesis
The main goal of the thesis is to develop a calculation tool in order to evaluate the com-
pression/absorption heat pump process with an ammonia/water mixture as working
fluid, for high temperature application. Simulation scenarios will address thermody-
namic performances, pressure levels, temperature levels and other important properties
when utilizing surplus heat at 50 ◦C in order to heat process water from 100 ◦C and
150 ◦C. The approach of the simulations will address what is necessary for the process
to be realised rather than what is possible with current components and limitations.
The secondary focus is developing a simulation tool for the absorber process in order
to evaluate dimensions of an finned-tube absorber for heating air. Finally, both models
will be used to assess the compression/absorption heat pump as measure to reduce the
energy demand in a spray drying process.
A scientific paper is also written presenting the most important results and conclusion
of the thesis.
1.3 Structure of the thesis
Chapter 2 provides an short overview of current heat pump technology for high temper-
ature application.
Chapter 3 provides a literature review compression/absorption heat pump cycle, and
characteristic features of the compression/absorption process and the ammonia/water
mixture. The chapter also gives a brief overview of the development of compression/ab-
sorption process for high temperature application and the absorption process with am-
monia/water mixtures.
Chapter 4 gives a description of the two simulation models. A two-stage compression/ab-
sorption model for heating water and an absorber model for heating air.
Chapter 5 presents the results from the simulations and discussions.
Chapter 6 gives the conclusion and suggestions for future work.
High Temperature Heat Pumps
2.1 Introduction
Heat pumps for industrial purposes and high temperature application have a great varia-
tion in type of drive energy, heat pump size, operating conditions, heat sources and type
of application, and as previously noted, this causes heat pumps to be customized for
the specific application (IEA-HPC, 2014). Figure 2.1 displays heat pump installations
in industry (LeonardoEnergy, 2007).
Mechanical vapour recompression heat pumps
Closed vapour-compression heat pumps
Absorption heat pumps
Heat transformers
Thermal vapour recompression heat pumps
50%
1%
45%
2%2%
Figure 2.1: Industrial heat pump installations divided according to heat pump type
2.2 Closed vapour-compression heat pumps
A simple closed-cycle mechanical compression heat pump consists of four components; a
condenser, an evaporator, a compressor and a expansion device. The term closed-cycle
refers to the circulation of the cycle refrigerant/working fluid. Closed-cycle compres-
sion heat pumps utilizes the latent heat of evaporation and condensation to conduct
isothermal heat exchanges. Heat is absorbed by the refrigerant from the heat source
isothermally by evaporation in the evaporator, before entering the compressor and com-
pressed to a higher pressure stage, hence the temperature increases. Refrigerant exiting
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the compressor enters the condenser with a higher temperature than the heat sink,
thus heat is rejected to the heat sink by condensation, before it is expanded to the
low-pressure stage of the cycle.
A great majority of heat pumps in operation are simple vapour-compression heat pumps,
but as figure 2.1 shows, vapour-compression systems is not as dominant in the industrial
sector as in the residential sector. One of the main challenges for high temperature
vapour-compression cycles are suitable working fluids with favourable thermodynamic
and environmental properties. R114 was exclusively used for industrial applications with
temperature requirements up to 120 ◦C, while R11 was used for even higher temperature
demands (Zhou et al., 2012). Both refrigerants are pure substances of CFCs and are
refrigerants included in the Montreal Protocol, and it has been extensive research to
reveal suitable replacements for the refrigerants. Among R124, R141a and R123, the
latter was the most promising interim alternative to R11, while R245ca and R143 were
considered as long term substitutes. R134 and R143 were potential replacements for
R114. In later years systems with R245fa as refrigerant has been introduced in high-
temperature heat pump applications and steam generation (Watanabe, 2012). Even
with zero ODP and significantly lower GWP than R114, R245fa still has a substantial
contribution on global warming and can be viewed as an interim alternative.
Natural working fluids has gained a great amount of attention, due to the environmental
impact of many other refrigerants. The most significant natural working fluids are am-
monia, water, CO2 and hydrocarbons. Ammonia is an excellent working fluid, preferable
to most CFCs, HCFCs and HFCs (Bolaji and Huan, 2013; Lorentzen, 1995). However,
pressure limitations of system components prevents the use of NH3 at high temperatures.
A saturation pressure of 40 bar results in condensation at 78.5 ◦C. Ammonia will also
have considerably higher discharge temperatures than conventional refrigerants, due to
relatively low densities and specific heat in the vapour phase. Water is also an excellent
working fluid for high temperature heat pump applications. Besides not being toxic or
flammable, water has favourable thermodynamic properties and a critical temperature
of 374.1 ◦C. The heat of vaporization is about fifteen times higher than that of R134a
at 50 ◦C (Pearson, 2012). Other advantages is that water is thermally stable and chemi-
cally inert at high temperatures, which may cause problems for other refrigerants (Bolaji
and Huan, 2013). The major disadvantage with water in vapour-compression cycles, is
low volumetric heat capacity due to low vapor density and low operating pressures,
resulting in large required swept volume to the compressor. However, there has been
progression in developing compressors with good efficiencies for this purpose (Yuan and
Blaise, 1988). Many hydrocarbons are suitable refrigerants due to good thermodynamic
and transport properties. Butane and isobutane with critical temperatures of 152.0 ◦C
and 134.7 ◦C respectively, are particularly interesting when considering high tempera-
ture heat pump applications. The only objection against the usage of hydrocarbons is
their flammability.
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2.2.1 Multistage vapour-compression heat pumps
Large temperature lifts in heat pump systems results in high pressure ratios, which
entails lower compression efficiencies, higher discharge temperatures and lower system
performances. In multistage heat pump systems, compression and expansion are divided
into several steps to reduce disadvantages of high temperature lifts (Stene, 1997). Mul-
tistage vapour-compression heat pumps are expanded closed vapour-compression heat
pumps, and can be classified as either compound or cascade systems (Chua et al., 2010).
Compound systems are essentially extended single-stage systems. The condenser and
the evaporator operates as in a single-stage system, but compression and expansion is
carried out in two or several system. The most usual configuration is a two-stage sys-
tem. In this configuration a low-pressure compressor compresses the refrigerant from
the condenser-pressure to an intermediate pressure before the high-pressure compressor
compresses the refrigerant to the condenser pressure. Cascade systems applies two (or
several) different working fluid in separate single-stage compression cycles allowing the
individual cycles to operate within systems boundaries were it can provide good system
efficiency with reasonable pressures (Fornasieri et al., 2009). A cascade condenser/evap-
orator connects the cycles, which adds an extra temperature loss.
2.2.2 Transcritical cycles
Conventional vapour-compression cycles operates subcritically in order to utilize the la-
tent heat of evaporation and condensation. In a transcritical cycle, heat rejection occurs
in supercritical phase, where the fluid is neither gas nor liquid. Contrary to subcritical
heat rejection where temperature is constant at constant pressure, the temperature is
independent of the pressure. The result is a heat rejection with a temperature glide.
CO2 has re-emerged as a refrigerant in the development of transcritical heat pump cy-
cles. Both subcritical and transcritical CO2 cycles have a relative low theoretical COP,
but high compressor efficiency and excellent transport properties, results in a compet-
itive efficiency in reality. CO2 systems have operating pressures typically 5-10 times
higher that conventional refrigerants. Development in components has allowed higher
system pressure and more compact design of systems due to high vapour density and
there are no extra safety risk concerning the high pressure in CO2 systems. CO2 sys-
tems have been introduced to the commercial market in heat pump water heaters and in
different system solutions in commercial refrigeration and are becoming an competitive
alternative. One pre-condition for an effective CO2 system is a heat sink with low inlet
temperature to ensure a low CO2 temperature before expansion. CO2 evaporating tem-
peratures is limited to approximately 25 ◦C due to the critical temperature and waste
heat recovering in industrial processes will often have heat source temperatures above
the critical temperature of CO2, thus resulting in an infeasible solution (Kim et al.,
2004; Stene, 1997).
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2.3 Vapour-recompression systems
There are two types of vapour-recompression heat pump systems; Mechanical vapour-
recompression (MVR) and thermal vapour-recompression (TVR). MVR systems are
the most common of industrial heat pumps (Laue, 2006) and is used to mechanically
compress waste gases in order to reclaim surplus heat. MVR systems can be classified as
open or semi-open systems. In an open MVR-system, the compressed waste gas delivers
heat by condensation to the heat sink. Semi-open systems are less usual configuration
were the compressed gas delivers heat to a heat sink, which in turn delivers heat to
another process stream. MVR systems does not apply a separate working fluid, like
vapour compression systems, but uses process streams directly. Water vapour is the most
common working fluid, although other process fluids are used, notably in the chemical
industry (LeonardoEnergy, 2007). The configuration of MVR systems require fewer
components than conventional vapour compression systems, thus a lower investment
and maintenance cost, and easier implementation. MVR systems are able to work with
heat source temperatures at 70 - 80 ◦C and deliver useful heat at 110 - 150 ◦C, in some
cases as high as 200 ◦C. Compared to vapour-compression heat pumps, MVR systems
have a much higher COP, typically between 10 - 30. TVR systems are not as widely
applied as MVR systems. System efficiency is general low and rapidly decreasing with
increasing temperature lift. Investment and maintenance cost for these applications are
low, however, they are best suited for small scale systems. As a thermally driven heat
pump system, TVR can be a beneficial system when there is a large difference between
fuel and electricity prices (LeonardoEnergy, 2007; Stene, 1993).
2.4 Absorption heat pumps
There are two main configurations of absorption heat pumps. Type I absorption heat
pumps are referred to as heat amplifiers, meaning the heat pumping process is a heat
increasing process. Type II absorption heat pumps are referred to as heat transformers,
meaning the heat pumping process is a temperature increasing process (Stene, 1993).
Heat amplifiers and heat transformers consists of the same main components and have
the same operating principle. The difference between the systems are the temperature
levels of different components and temperature levels of the heat inputs and outputs.
The main components of absorption heat pumps are evaporator, condenser, genera-
tor/desorber and absorber. The system consists of to circuits; a heat pump circuit and
a absorption circuit, where the heat pump circuit with the condenser, evaporator and ex-
pansion device, is similar to a vapour-compression. But in a absorption heat pumps, the
absorption circuit with absorber, generator and solution pump, replaces the compres-
sor in a vapour-compression heat pump (McMullan, 2003). H2O/LiBr and NH3/H2O
are the two most common working pairs in absorption heat pumps. Systems applying
H2O/LiBr in heat amplifiers are able to deliver heat at 100 ◦C with a COP of 1.6 -
1.7. Heat transformers applying H2O/LiBr are able to deliver heat at 100 ◦C with a
COP of 0.45 - 0.5. Large capital cost, especially for small scale applications, is the main
prevalence for thermally driven heat pumps (Nordtvedt, 2013). Ratio between cost of
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electricity and fuel is another important factor. Countries producing electricity at ther-
mal power plants have relatively high electricity prices, thus making thermally driven
heat pumps more suitable than in countries where electricity is produced by hydro-power
(Stene, 1993)

Compression/Absorption Heat Pumps
3.1 Introduction
Compression/absorption heat pumps are essentially conventional vapour-compression
heat pumps employing non-azeotropic (zeotropic) working fluids (Stene, 1993). Non-
azeotropic working fluids consists of multiple components with different volatility which
causes the composition in liquid and vapour phases to change during evaporation and
condensation processes, hence heat exchanging processes with temperature glides (Dinçer
and Kanoğlu, 2010). The simplest version of a compression/absorption heat pump cycle
is based on the the Osenbrück cycle (figure 3.3). Although the principle of the cycle
has been know for over a century, little effort has been done to studying the subject
until recent decades (Nordtvedt, 2005). Compression/absorption heat pumps are char-
acterized by flexibility in capacity and temperature range, and is especially suited for
processes with heat sink and heat source temperature glides. Combined with the use of
environmentally benign working fluids, the system is likely to have an important role in
future heat pump application. Absorption heat pump processes utilize the ability of liq-
uids and salts to absorb vapour, thus the working media is often a binary mixture. The
two most common working pairs used is water/lithium bromide and ammonia/water. In
compression/absorption heat pump processes with ammonia/water mixtures, ammonia
is the more volatile component, hence classified as the working fluid, while water is clas-
sified as the absorbent. An understanding of the thermodynamic of binary mixtures is
important to understand the advantages and particularities of a compression/absorption
heat pump system, and to understand the working principle of a compression/absorption
heat pump cycle.
3.2 Properties of the ammonia/water mixture
Single component fluids evaporates and condenses isothermally, and the saturation tem-
perature is determined by the pressure. Saturation temperatures for a binary mixtures,
however, are not only determined by pressure, but by both pressure and mixture com-
position. Moreover, the different volatility of the component causes one component to
evaporate/condense more quickly causing the concentration to change during evapora-
tion and condensation, thus the saturation temperature changes. In chemical terms
this phenomenon is described as a boiling point elevation. Boiling point elevation is
a collagative property of mixtures which means that the property is dependant on the
9
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presence of dissolved particles and their number, but not their identity. The presence
of solvent in a solute causes the boiling point of the solution to increase (Atkins and
Paula, 2010). In an absorption process with an ammonia/water mixture, ammonia, be-
ing more volatile than water, is referred to as the refrigerant/working fluid, while water
is referred to as the absorbent. When ammonia is dissolved in water, the boiling point
of the mixture is higher than for pure ammonia at the same pressure and temperature,
while it is lower than for pure water under the same conditions. The phenomenon of
boiling point elevation is the foundation of two of the most prominent characteristics
of compression/absorption heat pumps with ammonia/water mixtures; evaporation and
condensation processes with temperature glides, and it enables the use of ammonia at
higher temperatures than in conventional vapour-compression heat pump cycles.
Temperature-concentration diagrams are useful tools for visualising evaporation and con-
densation processes in binary mixtures. Figure 3.1 shows the temperature-concentration
for an ammonia/water mixture at 5 bar, where the bubble point curve indicates at which
temperature, for a given concentration, the first bubbles starts to form in the liquid. The
concentration in the bubbles is found by drawing a horizontal line from the bubble point
curve to the dew point curve. Similarly the dew point curve indicates, for a given con-
centration, at which temperature the first droplets starts to form, and by drawing a
horizontal line from the dew point curve to the bubble point curve, the concentration of
the liquid droplet is found. The diagram shows that the concentration of bubbles and
droplets is not equal to the liquid and vapour concentrations, thus the concentration
changes as bubbles and droplets are formed. When liquid evaporates, more ammonia
evaporates than water, thus the liquid properties moves to the left along the bubble
point curve. The boiling point of the mixture increases, while evaporating bubbles will
have an increasing water concentration. Figure 3.1 illustrates an evaporation process for
an ammonia/water mixture at 5 bar (Alefeld and Radermacher, 1993):
q An ammonia/water mixture with a 50 weight-% concentration of ammonia and a
temperature of 10.0 ◦C is subcooled liquid, denoted by point 1 in figure 3.1.q When adding heat to the mixture, the temperature increases until it reaches the
bubble point temperature for the given concentration. In this case the temperature
is 39.8 ◦C, denoted by point 2b. The first bubble starts to form and the ammonia
concentration of the bubble, which is in thermal equilibrium with the surroundings,
is 99.6 weight-%, denoted by point 2d.q More heat is added to the mixture, and more of the mixture evaporates, until
it reaches a temperature of 102.3 ◦C, denoted by point 3. If all the evaporated
mixture remains in contact with the liquid, the mixture is two-phase. The ammonia
concentration of the vapour is 81.3 weight-%, denoted by point 3d, while the
concentration of the liquid is 18.3 weight-%, denoted by point 3b.q More heat is added until the mixture of the temperature reaches 128.8 ◦C denoted
by point 4d. The evaporation process is completed and the concentration of the
last droplet to evaporate is 8.2 weight-%, denoted by point 4b. In other words, if
saturated vapour with a 50 weight-% concentration of ammonia condensates, the
first droplet would have a 8.2 weight-% concentration of ammonia.
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q Further heating would result in a superheated vapour. In figure 3.1 superheated
vapour at 158.6 ◦C is denoted by point 5.
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Figure 3.1: Temperature-concentration diagram of an ammonia/water mixture at 5
bar
When a working fluid and an absorbent at the same temperature is adiabatically mixed
into a solution, the temperature of the solution will either decrease or increase depending
on the pressure and concentration of each component. If the mixing is isothermal, heat is
either rejected to or absorbed from the surroundings. The energy production or energy
required in the process is called the solution enthalpy, and the total enthalpy of the
solution is given by (Stene, 1993):
h = (1− x) · ha + x · hr + (∆h)i (3.1)
where ha is the absorbent enthalpy, hr is the refrigerant enthalpy, x is the mass fraction
of the refrigerant and (∆h)i is the solution enthalpy. The total heat production during
condensation and evaporation of binary mixtures is determined by the latent heat and
the solution enthalpy:
(∆h)tot = (∆h)i + (∆h)latent (3.2)
Figure 3.2 shows the significance of the solution enthalpy for an ammonia/water mixture.
However, it is a less useful representation for evaluating an absorber or desorber process
since the temperature and concentration vary during the process.
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Figure 3.2: The red curve shows the enthalpy for each component as if there where
separated, while the blue curve shows the total enthalpy of the solution. The difference
between the curve is the solution enthalpy.
3.3 Characteristic features of the compression/absorption
heat pump
The Osenbrück cycle, shown in figure 3.3, is the most basic compression/absorption heat
pump cycle. Compared to conventional vapour-compression heat pump cycles, the main
difference is the solution circuit. Solution exiting the desorber is not fully evaporated,
thus a two-phase mixture. Saturated vapour and saturated liquid is separated before
the vapour is compressed to the high-pressure side of the cycle (1 - 2). Liquid solution,
characterized as a "weak" solution due low ammonia concentration, increases its pressure
through the solution pump (3 - 4). Liquid solution runs through the solution heat
exchanger to increase cycle performance and increase solution temperature (4 - 5). In
the absorber, vapour is absorbed into the liquid rejecting heat to the heat sink. Ammonia
concentration in the liquid gradually increases and saturated liquid out of the absorber
is characterized as a "strong" solution (2/5 - 6). Heat is rejected to the "weak" solution
in the solution heat exchanger (6 - 7) before the solution is expanded to the low-pressure
side of the cycle (7 - 8). During evaporation, the ammonia concentration in the liquid
decreases, and at the desorber outlet the liquid solution is characterized as a "weak"
solution (8 - 1/3).
The Osenbrück cycle shows the basic elements and working principle of compression/ab-
sorption cycles, and Morawetz (1989) gives further overview on different sorption com-
pression heat pumps. Stokar and Trepp (1987) design a compression heat pump with
a solution circuit and their results stated that heat pump offers two major advantages
over a single fluid Rankine cycle. The first advantages is that the heating capacity of
the heat pump can be easily adjusted by varying the composition. The other is that
due to the temperature glide, the COP of the heat pump can be substantially higher for
application with heat sources and heat sinks with temperature glides.
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Figure 3.3: The Osenbrück cycle
Several studies have shown that the compression/absorption heat pump exhibits some
interesting advantages to conventional vapour-compression heat pumps. Hultén and
Berntsson (1999; 2002) studied the compression/absorption heat pump cycle theoreti-
cally and summarized the advantages and disadvantages of the cycle compared to vapour-
compression cycles:
q Small swept volume to the compressor.
q High heat transfer coefficients.
q Environmentally benign working fluids.
q High COP
q The possibility of varying the working fluid composition increases the flexibility
an making it easier adaptable to variations in temperature levels and capacities.
q High working temperatures that can be obtained, at least 150 ◦C.
q Working fluid temperature glides can be matched to the gliding temperatures of
heat sinks and heat sources, lowering the system irreversibility and leading to a
higher COP.
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q No gain from an economizer coupling.
q Leakage will change the composition.
q Ammonia is flammable and toxic.
Generally, ammonia is considered a favourable working fluid despite toxicity and flamma-
bility. However, ammonia as working fluid in high temperature heat pump application
is limited due to relatively high saturation pressure. One of the most beneficial aspects
of the compression/absorption cycle with ammonia/water mixture is that it enables the
possibility to use ammonia at higher temperatures. Saturation pressure for pure am-
monia at 100 ◦C is 62.6 bar, while the saturation pressure of a liquid mixture with 90
weight-% of ammonia at 100 ◦C is 54.4 bar, and the saturation pressure with 50 weight
-% of ammonia is 23.6 bar. Only a small concentration of water causes the saturation
pressure to decrease significantly. Figure 3.9 shows an arbitrary compression/absorption
process in a Clapeyron diagram. Evaporation at 2.2 bar and a mixture desorber outlet
temperature at 45 ◦C with an overall ammonia concentration of 50 weight-% results in
a 97.5 weight-% ammonia concentration in the vapour and 33 weight-% ammonia in the
liquid. With an absorber pressure at 25 bar, it results in temperature glide from 130 ◦C
to 100 ◦C. Compared with pure ammonia, condensation at 130 ◦C results in a pressure
of 109 bar.
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Figure 3.4: Clapeyron diagram of a compression/absorption cycle with components
As previously noted, compression/absorption systems are especially suitable for pro-
cesses with heat sources and heat sink with temperature glides. As the composition
in liquid and vapour phases changes during evaporation and condensation, saturation
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temperatures changes resulting in mixture temperature glides. The Lorenz cycle repre-
sents the ideal theoretical reference process, and as figure 3.5 displays, heat exchanging
processes with heat sinks and heat sources with temperature glide has smaller temper-
ature losses when evaporation and condensation processes are non-isothermal (Granryd
et al., 2009). Moreover, the temperature profiles can be matched to further reduce the
temperature loss.
T2m = T1−T4ln(T1/T4)
T1m = T2−T3ln(T2/T3)
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Figure 3.5: Comparison of ideal cycles with high temperature gradient heat source
and heat sink (Granryd et al., 2009)
Early studies on compression/absorption heat pump used the LMTD method as an
approach to model the heat exchangers. Itard and Machielsen (1994) argued that the use
of temperature-entropy diagrams of mixtures shows that mixture temperature profiles
in the desorber and absorber is strongly dependant on the overall concentration and
that it is not linear. Hence, the LMTD method can not be applied for modelling heat
exchangers nor calculating the performance of the system. This is especially important
in processes with large temperature glides and or small temperature differences between
hot and cold streams. Figure 3.6 shows how the temperature profiles can appear under
certain conditions, and it shows that the mixture temperature profile in the desorber
results in a minimum temperature difference either at the desorber inlet outlet. However,
in the absorber process, the minimum temperature difference occur somewhere in the
heat exchange, thus modelling the process with the minimum temperature difference
either at the inlet or outlet will result in infeasible temperature profiles.
3. Compression/Absorption Heat Pumps 16
(a) Desorber at 2.5 bar
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0
10
20
30
40
50
Q˙ [-]
T [ ◦C] Working fluid
Heat source
(b) Absorber at 20 bar
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
60
80
100
120
Q˙ [-]
T [ ◦C] Working fluid
Infeasible
Heat sink
Figure 3.6: Temperature versus the cumulative heat load in desorber and absorber
with an overall ammonia mass fraction of 0.75
The normalised temperature-enthalpy diagram in figure 3.7 shows the non-linearity in
saturation temperatures versus enthalpy. Fluids with constant specific heat capacities
will form a straight curve, while the ammonia/water mixture forms a non-linear curve
in a temperature-enthalpy diagram (Nordtvedt, 2005). Figure 3.7 shows that the non-
linearity is more significant at low pressures and high ammonia concentrations, and that
the curve have a certain S-shaped which crosses the constant curve, while lower concen-
tration does not. Figure 3.8 shows the cumulative heat load from saturated vapour to
saturated liquid assuming a linear enthalpy decrease from inlet to outlet. The mixture at
the absorber inlet will not be saturated vapour in a compression/absorption heat pump
process, however, contrary to the normalised temperature-enthalpy diagram where the
temperature curves shows saturation properties for a constant ammonia concentration,
figure 3.8 shows the temperature profile shows how the mixture temperature can appear
during a condensation process. Lower overall ammonia concentrations have higher sat-
uration temperature and temperature curves are more linear. Temperature curves also
become more linear when increasing the pressure. It is mentionable that low vapour frac-
tions at the start of the absorption process will reduce to temperature difference more
for high overall ammonia concentration than lower concentration. A vapour fraction of
0.5 means that the mixture temperature curve for an overall ammonia concentration of
0.5 at 5 bar starts at Q˙ = 0.49 and a temperature difference from 103 ◦C to 38 ◦C. For
an overall ammonia concentration of 0.8 a vapour fraction of 0.5 at 5 bar means that
the temperature curve starts at Q˙ = 0.38, however, the resulting temperature difference
is only from 27 ◦C to 11 ◦C.
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Figure 3.7: Normalised temperature-enthalpy diagram
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Figure 3.8: Temperature profile versus the cumulative heat load for the working fluid
at different concentrations and pressures. At Q˙ = 0 the working fluid is saturated
vapour and at Q˙ = 1 the working fluid is saturated liquid
The ratio between liquid circulating in the solution circuit and vapour to the compressor
can be altered, thus changing the overall ammonia concentration in the desorber and
absorber. If the pressures remain constant, the saturation temperatures of the mixture
will decrease or increase dependant on an increase or decrease in the overall ammonia
concentration, thereby adjusting the process to external changes. If the temperature of
the heat source and heat sink remain constant, variation in composition will alter the
saturation temperatures. However, since the external parameters remains unchanged,
the properties of the liquid and vapour after the desorber changes. The compressor is
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supplied by vapour of lower or higher density, resulting in a capacity change (Nordtvedt,
2005). Figure 3.9 shows how the variation in composition alter the pressures when both
heat source and heat sink temperatures remain constant.
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Figure 3.9: Capacity control by varying the mixture composition
3.4 Absorption processes with ammonia/water mixtures
The absorber is one of the important components in compression/absorption heat pump
systems, and the design of the absorber has a vital impact on system performance
and cost (Killion and Garimella, 2001). As previously noted, the complex mass and
heat transfer process during evaporation and condensation of ammonia/water mixtures
results in non-linear temperature profiles, and it has led to difficulties in developing valid
mathematical models for the absorption processes. To understand the complex process
in taking place in the absorber requires an understanding the thermodynamics of fluid
mixtures, phase equilibria, heat transfer and mass transfer (Vuddagiri and Eubank,
1998). The combined effect of heat and mass transfer determines the absorption rate in
the process, which ultimately decides the size of the absorber. Generally, two absorption
modes are recommended to enhance heat and mass transfer; the falling film absorption
mode and bubble absorption mode. Falling film absorption provides relatively high heat
transfer coefficients and is stable during operation. However, falling film absorption have
wettability problems and require good liquid distributors at the liquid inlet (Kang et al.,
2000). Bubble absorption provides high heat transfer coefficients, good mixing between
vapour and liquid, and good wettability. Generally, vapour distribution required in
bubble absorption is easier to accomplish than liquid distribution. However, bubble
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absorption require a pressure difference on the vapour side to drive the vapour through
the pool of liquid, which rules out bubble absorption in low-pressure systems. This
problem is less severe in ammonia/water systems, but must be taken into account (Lee
et al., 2002a).
Kang et al. (2000) performed an analytical investigation focusing on variables affecting
the absorption rate of the two absorption modes, in a plate heat exchanger. They
reported that the bubble absorption mode had better overall characteristics. The local
absorption rate of the bubble mode is always higher due to better mixing and higher
heat transfer coefficients. Consequently the heat transfer area with bubble absorption
is smaller, almost 50 %. Moreover, the heat transfer coefficient have a more significant
effect on the absorption rate in falling film absorption than bubble absorption, while mass
transfer coefficients have a more significant effect in bubble absorption than falling film
absorption. Lee et al. (2002a,b) performed an experimental analysis comparing falling
film absorption and bubble absorption in a plate heat exchanger focusing on how solution
flow rates and vapour flow rates affected the absorber performance. The found that more
heat is generated in bubble absorption and that the bubble absorption mode is superior
to the falling film absorption mode in terms of mass transfer performance. Moreover,
they reported that an increasing solution flow rate will result in a significant increase in
heat transfer performance, and a slightly increase in mass transfer performance. When
vapour flow rate increases, the mass transfer performance increases. While the heat
transfer performance increases in the bubble absorption mode, it would remain or get
worse in falling film absorption. The experiments showed that bubble absorption mode
showed good performance in plate-type absorbers, especially when the solution flow rate
is low and vapour flow rate is high.
Fernández-Seara et al. (2005) analysed the heat and mass transfer processes during ab-
sorption of ammonia into water in a co-current vertical absorber. The absorber config-
uration was a shell and tube type with water as coolant medium. Later they continued
their work with an analysis of a air-cooled tubular absorber (Fernández-Seara et al.,
2007). The vapour/liquid co-current absorption process of an ammonia/water mixture
is distinguished by a changing two-phase flow pattern. At the start of the absorber there
is a churn flow followed by a slug flow and finally a bubbly flow until all the vapour is ab-
sorber into the liquid. The results showed that the absorption process progress rapidly
in the churn and slug flow regions, but slows down in the in the bubbly flow region.
Tube diameters and lengths are key parameters for the absorber design, and their re-
sults reviled that there exist an optimum inner diameter of the tubes which minimizes
the absorber length, and diameters smaller than the optimum diameter will have a sig-
nificant effect on the absorption length. The number of tubes will effect the absorption
length, and an increase of tubes will reduce the required tube length. However, the effect
on the absorption length will diminish as the number of tubes increases. The analysis
of the air-cooled absorber reviled that the absorption process evolved more rapidly at
the first tube row where the air hits first, thus the tube length require to accomplish
complete absorption is different for each row and that the length of the tubes should be
dimensioned for the last tube row. To avoid the detrimental effect of air heating at the
first tube row, absorbers should be arranged with as few tube rows as possible. Further,
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results showed that the fin pitch had a significant effect on the absorption length, and
that a large fin pitch increased the absorption length.
Cerezo et al. (2009) studied how ammonia-water absorption takes place in a channel of a
plate heat exchanger operating under typical conditions of absorption chillers, driven by
low temperature heat sources. The increase of the cooling water flow rate increased the
mass absorption flux, while the effect in the solution heat transfer coefficient was less
pronounced. On the other hand, the solution heat transfer coefficient improved as the
solution flow rate increased. The mass absorption flux and solution heat transfer were
improved when the absorber pressure was increased, while the increase of the solution
concentration and the cooling and solution temperature had the opposite effect.
Lee et al. (2012) performed an experimental investigation to measure heat and mass
transfer rates in a complete refrigeration/heat pumping unit operating under various
conditions. The experiments showed that the absorber duty, overall heat transfer coef-
ficient and solution heat transfer coefficient will increase with increasing solution flow
rate. Further, the solution heat transfer coefficient were found to decrease with increas-
ing pressure and solution concentration. Experiments on complete absorption system
introduce three major confounding influences. The absorption process is a result of sub-
cooled inlet conditions and the corresponding equilibrium conditions. The definition of
driving temperature differences becomes a significant issue. Overall component mass,
species and energy balances are affected the whole system, whereas in a single-pressure
facility these balances can be established for the component, i.e absorber.
3.5 Compression/absorption heat pumps for high temper-
ature applications
Brunin et al. (1997) discussed the working domain of compression heat pumps and
compression/absorption heat pumps. With the limits set by design, fluids considered
in the paper, the disappearance of CFCs and HCFCs, the only alternatives for high
temperature heat pumps is compression heat pumps with hydrocarbons and compres-
sion/absorption heat pumps with ammonia/water mixtures. They highlighted that at
the current time, the knowledge of compression/absorption heat pumps made it difficult
to evaluate and compare the cost against compression heat pumps. In their calculations
they used a concentration difference of 0.1 g/g between strong and weak solution, and
predicted that with an overall ammonia concentration of 0.45 heat sink temperatures
above 100 ◦C could be reached.
Rane et al. (1993) researched a two-stage vapour compression heat pump with solution
circuits. The system design was to certain degree similar two that system schematic
in figure 3.10. The systems operates on the same principle as a conventional cascade
system where a low temperature cycle provides heat for a high temperature cycle. In
this configuration, external heat is delivered to the evaporator, while the condenser
provides heat to the generator. They modified the cycle and investigated how a rectifier,
desuperheater and a bleed line affected the performance. The conclusion was that the
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cycle with a bleed line and desuperheater had the best performance. Moreover, the
analysis showed that such a system can operate at temperatures above 100 ◦C and
conduct temperature lifts beyond 100 K. Compared to a single-stage vapour compression
cycle with ammonia, the cooling COPs was twice as high and the pressure ratios only
one third. Their experimental work (Rane and Radermacher, 1993) confirmed that the
cycle could operate with temperature lifts over 100 K d with a pressure ratio of 6.9 and
a cooling COP of 1.04.
Zhou and Radermacher (1997) compared the experimental results of a vapour-compression
heat pump with a solution circuit and desorber/absorber heat exchange, single-stage
vapour-compression heat pump with a solution circuit and two-stage vapour-compression
heat pump a with solution circuit. The first-mentioned heat pump was fairly similar
to the cycle given in figure 3.10, however, without the solution heat exchanger. Their
results indicated that single-stage system had the highest COP and lowest tempera-
ture lift, while the two-stage system had the highest temperature lift and lowest COP.
The temperature lift of the heat pump with a desorber/absorber heat exchange was
not as high as for the two-stage system. Since the absorber pressure decreases with
decreasing concentration it makes it difficult to increase pressure and decrease solution
concentration at the same time in order to achieve a high temperature lift.
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Figure 3.10: Schematic diagram of a compression/absorption heat pump with a cas-
cade heat exchanger
Figure 3.10 shows a compression/absorption heat pump system for high temperature
lifts. Only a part of the vapour is absorbed in the absorber, while the remaining absorp-
tion process occur in the condenser which operates as the heat source for the generator.
This system can deliver heat 120 ◦C with a heat source temperature at -10 ◦C. The
resulting temperature lift is above 100 ◦C with only one compressor (Stene, 1993).
Sveine et al. (1998) design a two-stage compression/absorption heat pump with ammo-
nia/water as working fluid. The system schematic is shown in figure 3.11. In order to
not exceed the maximum discharge temperatures, the maximum pressure was set to 19
bar. In the theoretical calculation they found that with an heat source temperature of
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53 ◦C the heat sink temperature was 117 ◦C with a COP of 3.8. Moreover, the solution
heat exchanger between the compressors had a significant impact on the system perfor-
mance. While the vapour was cooled down between the compressors, thus reducing the
discharge temperatures, the liquid solution was heated to the saturation temperature.
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Figure 3.11: Schematic diagram of the two-stage compression/absorption heat pump
developed by Sveine et al. (1998)
Simulation Models
4.1 Introduction
To assess the compression/absorption heat pump for high temperature application, two
separate computer simulation models were developed. The purpose of the first model
is to evaluate the thermodynamic performance of a two-stage compression absorption
heat pump, while the purpose with the second model is to evaluate the dimensions of
a finned, annular tube cross-flow absorber for heating air. Both models are developed
in Engineering Equation Solver (EES), and uses an external procedure for calculating
the thermodynamic properties of the ammonia/water mixture. The NH3H2O procedure
uses correlations of Ibrahim and Klein (1993) for the ammonia/water mixture. EES
codes for both models are given in appendix D.
4.2 Two-stage compression/absorption heat pump model
4.2.1 General
a In order to evaluate the compression/absorption heat pump cycle for high temperature
application, a two-stage heat pump model is chosen. The heat pump consists of an ab-
sorber, desorber, two solution heat exchangers, desuperheater, two compressors, solution
pump, expansion valve and a liquid/vapour separator. A schematic diagram is shown
in figure 4.1, and the principle of the system is based on the models described by Sveine
et al. (1998) and Nordtvedt (2005). In order to simplify the model and calculations,
assumptions made by Nordtvedt (2005), are applied in this model:
q Pressure drops in the system are negligible.
q Heat losses to the ambient are negligible.
q Strong solution leaving the absorber is saturated.
q Solution, heat sink and heat source fluid flow counter-currently in absorber and
desorber.
q Vapour and liquid are assumed to be in equilibrium in the solution, in absorber
and desorber.
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q Mixing of the weak solution and vapour at the absorber inlet is adiabatic.
q Vapour at the compressor inlet is assumed to be in thermodynamic equilibrium
with the liquid in the liquid/vapour separator.
q Solution pump efficiency is 100 %.
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Figure 4.1: Schematic diagram of the two-stage compression/absorption heat pump
model
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Table 4.1: Two-stage model inputs and outputs
Inputs Outputs
Ammonia concentration in vapour Ammonia concentration in liquid
Overall ammonia concentration Circulation ratio
Absorber pressure Desorber pressure
Heat source inlet temperature Heat sink and source mass flow rates
Heat sink inlet temperature Heat sink outlet temperature
Minimum temperature difference in heat exchangers System performance
Isentropic efficiencies of compressors Thermodynamic state points
Thermal efficiencies of internal heat exchangers
Absorber capacity
The computer model uses an external procedure for the ammonia/water mixture, were
the thermodynamic properties are calculated using the correlation given by Ibrahim and
Klein (1993). The call statement is CALL(CODE;In1;In2;In3:T;P;x;h;s;u;v;q), where the
CODE statement consists of a 3 digit integer indicating which 3 of the 8 possible input
parameters to be used. In order to calculated any thermodynamic state, 3 properties
need to be known, thus assumptions for each state in the heat pump cycle must be
made.
T = [K]
P = [bar]
x = [ammonia mass fraction]
h = [kJ/kg]
s = [kJ/kg-K]
u = [kJ/kg]
v = [m3/kg]
q = [vapour mass fraction]
The calculation procedure for each thermodynamic state point is shown in appendix
A, and model inputs and outputs are listen in table 4.1. Total mixture mass flow
rate is found by the required heat output in the absorber and the calculated enthalpy
difference between the absorber inlet and outlet calculated when running the simulation.
Equation (4.1) gives the relation between the overall ammonia concentration, ammonia
concentration in the liquid and vapour and the mass flows. Equation (4.2) shows the
calculation of the circulation ratio. Energy balance for heat exchangers is given by
equation (4.3), while energy balance for compressors and solution pump is given by
equation (4.4). Ammonia mass balance in desorber and desorber is given by equation
(4.5) (Nordtvedt, 2005).
ZZ = m˙vap · xvap + m˙liq · xliq
m˙tot
(4.1)
CR = m˙liq
m˙vap
(4.2)
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∑
(m˙ · h)in −
∑
(m˙ · h)out = 0 (4.3)
∑
(m˙ · h)in +W −
∑
(m˙ · h)out = 0 (4.4)
∑
(m˙ · x)in −
∑
(m˙ · x)out = 0 (4.5)
4.2.2 Desorber
Mixture temperature curves in the desorber is calculated assuming a linear enthalpy
increase from desorber inlet to outlet. When overall ammonia concentration and the
desorber pressure is known, the enthalpy difference is divided into 50 points with equal
difference between each point. Mixture temperature curves is found by calculating the
mixture temperature for each point. Heat source temperature curves is calculated assum-
ing a linear temperature decrease from inlet to outlet, where the minimum temperature
difference between heat source and mixture is set at the desorber inlet and outlet.
4.2.3 Absorber
Mixture temperature curves in the absorber is calculated similar to the mixture temper-
ature curves in the desorber. The complex process of heat and mass transfer in ammo-
nia/water mixtures causes minimum temperature differences between mixture and heat
sink to occur in the heat exchange, not at the inlet or outlet as for the desorber. This
model calculates two different heat sink temperature curves with different approaches
to maintain the minimum temperature differences. The first approach sets absorber
inlet and outlet temperature differences to the minimum temperature differences and
calculates a heat sink mass flow rate. The minimum temperature difference for all 50
points is calculated, and if one of the points return a smaller temperature difference
than the minimum temperature differences, heat sink inlet and outlet temperature and
heat sink mass flow is adjusted until the minimum temperature difference is maintained.
The second approach sets temperature differences at absorber inlet and outlet to the
minimum temperature difference, but maintains the heat sink outlet temperature. Heat
sink inlet temperature and mass flow rate is adjusted until the minimum temperature
differences is not violated.
4.2.4 Single-phase heat exchangers
Heat transfer in desuperheater and solution heat exchanger # 1 and # 2 is calculated
according to equation (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8) (Incropera et al., 2006). EES does not
provide heat capacity for the ammonia/water mixture, and the specific heat capacity
for the mixture is calculated as cp = ∆h/∆T .
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Qmax = Cmin · (TH,in − TC,in) (4.6)
Q = ε · Cmin · (TH,in − TH,in) (4.7)
ε ≡ Q
Qmax
(4.8)
4.2.5 Other components
Compressors This thesis does not have the focus on compressor performance in the
compression/absorption heat pump, thus there are no implemented calculations for com-
pressor efficiencies. Neither are there are any function for compressor cooling. If the
discharge temperature is higher than the limitation set in calculations, the temperature
is reduced neglecting the heat which is reduced.
Solution pump The solution pump is assumed to be isentropic.
Expansion valve The expansion process is assumed to be isenthalpic. Further it is
assumed that the vapour created by flashing is in thermodynamic equilibrium with the
liquid.
4.2.6 System heating performance
The system heating performance is calculated using equation (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12),
(4.13) and (4.14).
COP = Qabs +Qdsh
WLPcomp +WHPcomp +Wpump
(4.9)
Qabs = m˙tot · (h6 − h7) (4.10)
Qdsh = m˙vap · (h4 − h5) (4.11)
WLPcomp = m˙vap · (h2 − h1) (4.12)
WHPcomp = m˙vap · (h4 − h3) (4.13)
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Wpump = m˙liq · (h12 − h11) (4.14)
4.3 Absorber model
4.3.1 General
The absorber model is adapted from an EES model for a finned, annular tube cross-flow
heat exchanger given by Nellis and Klein (2009), and consists of 10 segments, where
each segments have equal dimensions. Figure 4.2 shows a schematic diagram of each
segment, while figure 4.3 shows how the segments are related to one another, and how
the air flows through the absorber. The output properties in one segment are the input
properties in the next segment for both mixture and air, and model inputs and outputs
are listed in table 4.2.
m˙mix
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Figure 4.2: Schematic diagram of a segment in the finned, annular tube cross-flow
absorber
Air in
Air out
Figure 4.3: Air flow through the finned, annular tube cross-flow absorber
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Table 4.2: Absorber model inputs and outputs
Inputs Outputs
Dimensions of the absorber Overall heat transfer coefficient
Mixture inlet properties Mixture outlet temperature
Air inlet properties Air outlet temperature
Absorber duty Actual heat transferred
The simulation process for the model is:
q Mixture inlet temperature and air inlet temperature is set.
q Mixture outlet temperature and air outlet temperature is guessed.
q In the initial calculation, the temperature decrease for the mixture and tempera-
ture increase for the air, is equal for all 10 segments.
q Heat transfer coefficients, actual heat transfer and temperature difference in all 10
segment is calculated using the initial temperatures.
q A new mixture and air temperature is calculated in all 10 segment with the cal-
culated properties.
q Heat transfer coefficients, actual heat transfer and temperature difference in all 10
segment is calculated using the mean temperature of the initial temperature and
calculated temperature in the previous iteration.
q The simulation model performs 10 iterations where the input temperature in each
segment is the mean value of the input temperature and calculated temperature
in the previous segment.
4.3.2 Corrections for cross-flow heat exchanger
The conductance and total thermal resistance between mixture and air in each segment
is calculated using equation (4.15) and (4.16). The calculation of the total thermal
resistance is shown in section 4.3.3, and as equation (4.16) shows, the model neglects
fouling resistance.
UA = 1
Rtot
(4.15)
Rtot = Rin +Rcond +Rout (4.16)
The absorber model is cross-flow, thus need to be corrected with the LMTD F factor.
The LMTD effectiveness, PHX , and LMTD capacitance ratio RHX is calculated:
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PHX =
TC,out − TC,in
TH,in − TC,in (4.17)
RHX =
C˙C
C˙H
= TH,in − TH,out
TC,out − TC,in (4.18)
The correction factor is found using a EES function for cross-flow heat exchangers with
both fluids unmixed.
∆Tlm = ∆Tlm,cf · FHX (4.19)
Q˙ = UA ·∆Tlm (4.20)
The calculated Q˙ is used to correct outlet temperatures for mixture and air in each
segment.
4.3.3 Thermal resistance
Thermal resistance between mixture and inner surface of the tubes The heat
transfer coefficient of the mixture is simplified and calculated with the thermophysical
properties of the mixture liquid. The velocity of the liquid is corrected throughout the
heat exchange with respect to the ratio between liquid and vapour, and the average
density in a segment is calculated according to equation (4.21). ρliq is the density of
saturated liquid at the given temperature and pressure, while ρvap is the density of
saturated vapour at the given temperature and pressure.
ρavg = ρliq · (1− q) + ρvap · q (4.21)
Assuming a constant mass flow through the heat exchanger, the velocity of the liquid
mixture in each segment is calculated according to equation (4.22).
um =
4 · m˙
ρavg ·D2in
(4.22)
The Reynolds number and Prandtl number and heat transfer coefficient is calculated
equation (4.23) and (4.24) respectively.
ReD =
ρliq · um ·Din
µliq
(4.23)
Pr = cp · µliq
λliq
(4.24)
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The heat transfer coefficient of the mixture is calculated by the Dittus-Boelter equation
(equation (4.25)), assuming it is constant through the segment. Thermal resistance
between mixture and tube wall is calculated using equation (4.26).
αmixture = 0.023 ·Re0.8D · Pr0.4 ·
λliq
Din
(4.25)
Rin =
1
αmixture · pi ·Din · L (4.26)
Thermal resistances between air and air-side surface Air heat transfer coeffi-
cients is calculated using an EES function for external flow over a staggered bank. The
model calculates the heat transfer coefficient and pressure drop using the air inlet and
outlet temperature for the segment and the tube surface temperature. The tube surface
temperature is approximated as the average temperature between air inlet temperature
and mixture inlet temperature for the segment. Thermal resistance on the air-side is
calculated using equation (4.27). The approach for the overall fin efficiency is shown in
section 4.3.4
Rout =
1
ηoverall · αair ·Atot (4.27)
Conduction resistance in the tube wall Tube wall conduction resistance is found
by using equation (4.28). λ is found from an EES function for thermophysical properties.
Rcond =
ln
(Dout
Din
)
2 · λ · pi · Ltube (4.28)
4.3.4 Fin efficiency
The fin efficiency is calculated with an approach that the actual fins acts like annular fins
connected to the tube, and is found using the EES function for annular fins (figure 4.4).
The effective radius of each fin is found so that the total surface area of the annular fins
is equal to the actual fin surface area (equation (4.29)). The overall surface efficiency is
found using equation (4.30), (4.31), (4.32) and (4.33).
rfin,eff =
√
As,fin,tot · pfin
2 · pi · Ltube +
D2out
4 (4.29)
ηoverall = 1− As,fin,tot
Atot
· (1− ηfin) (4.30)
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As,fin,tot = 2 · W
pfin
(
H · L−Nt,row ·Nt,col · pi ·D
2
out
4
)
(4.31)
As,unfin = pi ·Dout · Ltube
(
1− thfin
pfin
)
(4.32)
Atot = As,fin,tot +As,unfin (4.33)
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Figure 4.4: Annular rectangular fins
4.3.5 Thermophysical properties
The EES procedure for the ammonia/water mixture does not provide thermophysical
properties. Thermophysical properties is found using equations given by Thorin (2001)
and Conde-Petit (2004) for calculating liquid mixture conductivity and viscosity. The
calculation procedure is shown in appendix B.
Simulation Results
5.1 Two-stage compression/absorption cycle
The main aim for the two-stage compression/absorption heat pump cycle simulations
are to assess the thermodynamic performance, necessary pressure levels and other pa-
rameters for a theoretical heat pump cycle utilising surplus heat at 50 ◦C and heating
process water from 100 ◦C to 150 ◦C. Nordtvedt (2005) used a maximum limit of water
in the vapour to the compressor to be 2.5 weight-% based on compressor limitations.
Forthcoming simulations evaluates the theoretical performance of compression/absorp-
tion heat pump cycle and with higher water concentrations than 2.5 weight-%. In order
to avoid a sub-atmospheric pressure when the mixture temperature is 45 ◦C at the desor-
ber outlet, the minimum ammonia concentration in the vapour was found to be slightly
below 93 weight-%, and it sets an natural lower boundary for the simulation. In order to
evaluate the system performance for different conditions, four simulation scenarios were
chosen. The ammonia concentration in the vapour at the compressor inlet was set to 93,
95, 97 and 99 weight-% and the heat sink temperature was constant at 50 ◦C. Overall
ammonia concentration and absorber pressure was found to accommodate the required
heat sink temperature lift. Forthcoming figures shows the temperature versus the cumu-
lative heat load for the scenarios and displays two different heat sink temperature curves.
Blue heat sink temperature curves shows simulations where the temperature difference
between mixture and heat sink is equal at the inlet and outlet, while green heat sink
temperature curves shows simulation results when the heat sink outlet temperature is
fixed at 5 ◦C below the mixture temperature and the heat sink inlet temperature and
mass flow rate was adjusted to maintain the minimum temperature difference. Com-
pressor efficiencies is set to 0.8 and thermal efficiencies in solution heat exchangers is set
to 0.8. The minimum temperature difference in all heat exchangers is set to 5 ◦C in all
simulations.
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5.1.1 Simulation scenarios
5.1.1.1 93 weight-% ammonia in the vapour
With a mixture temperature of 45 ◦C out of the desorber and an ammonia concentration
of 93 weight-% in the vapour, the resulting desorber pressure is 1.03 bar. The ammo-
nia concentration in the saturated liquid exiting the desorber is 22 weight-%. If the
discharge temperature is limited to 180 ◦C, in order to achieve the required heat sink
temperature lift in the absorber, the absorber pressure needs to be 33 bar and the overall
ammonia concentration 56.5 weight-%. Desorber and absorber temperature profiles is
shown in figure 5.1. Mixture is cooled from 157.2 ◦C to 107.5 ◦C, while water is heated
from 100.6 ◦C to 150.2 ◦C (heat sink #1), and 99.1 ◦C to 152.2 ◦C (heat sink #2). The
simulation gave a COP of 1.81.
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Figure 5.1: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with Pdes = 1.03 bar and Pabs = 33 bar. Heat sink # 1 shows the tem-
perature curve for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water
is equal at the absorber inlet and outlet. Heat sink # 2 shows the temperature curve
for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water is 5 ◦C at the
absorber inlet..
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5.1.1.2 95 weight-% ammonia in the vapour
With a mixture temperature of 45 ◦C out of the desorber and an ammonia concentra-
tion of 95 weight-% in the vapour, the resulting desorber pressure is 1.34 bar. The
ammonia concentration in the saturated liquid exiting the desorber is 26 weight-%. If
the discharge temperature is limited to 180 ◦C, in order to achieve the required heat
sink temperature lift in the absorber, the absorber pressure needs to be 38.5 bar and
the overall ammonia concentration 61.5 weight-%. Desorber and absorber temperature
profiles is shown in figure 5.2. Mixture is cooled from 158.0 ◦C to 108.1 ◦C, while water
is heated from 100.2 ◦C to 150.1 ◦C (heat sink #1), and 97.1 ◦C to 153.0 ◦C (heat sink
#2). The simulation gave a COP of 1.79.
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Figure 5.2: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with Pdes = 1.34 bar and Pabs = 38.5 bar. Heat sink # 1 shows the tem-
perature curve for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water
is equal at the absorber inlet and outlet. Heat sink # 2 shows the temperature curve
for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water is 5 ◦C at the
absorber inlet.
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5.1.1.3 97 weight-% ammonia in the vapour
With a mixture temperature of 45 ◦C out of the desorber and an ammonia concentra-
tion of 97 weight-% in the vapour, the resulting desorber pressure is 1.94 bar. The
ammonia concentration in the saturated liquid exiting the desorber is 31 weight-%. If
the discharge temperature is limited to 180 ◦C, in order to achieve the required heat
sink temperature lift in the absorber, the absorber pressure needs to be 47.5 bar and
the overall ammonia concentration 69 weight-%. Desorber and absorber temperature
profiles is shown in figure 5.3. Mixture is cooled from 159.6 ◦C to 109.9 ◦C, while water
is heated from 100.2 ◦C to 150.0 ◦C (heat sink #1), and 94.6 ◦C to 154.6 ◦C (heat sink
#2). The simulation gave a COP of 1.75.
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Figure 5.3: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with Pdes = 1.94 bar and Pabs = 47.5 bar. Heat sink # 1 shows the tem-
perature curve for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water
is equal at the absorber inlet and outlet. Heat sink # 2 shows the temperature curve
for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water is 5 ◦C at the
absorber inlet.
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5.1.1.4 99 weight-% ammonia in the vapour
With a mixture temperature of 45 ◦C out of the desorber and an ammonia concentration
of 99 weight-% in the vapour, the resulting desorber pressure is 4.0 bar. The ammo-
nia concentration in the saturated liquid exiting the desorber is 33 weight-%. If the
discharge temperature is limited to 180 ◦C, in order to achieve the required heat sink
temperature lift in the absorber, the absorber pressure needs to be 70 bar and the over-
all ammonia concentration 85 weight-%. Desorber and absorber temperature profiles is
shown in figure 5.4. Mixture is cooled from 161.8 ◦C to 116.6 ◦C, while water is heated
from 102.6 ◦C to 147.9 ◦C (heat sink #1), and 87.3 ◦C to 156.6 ◦C (heat sink #2). The
simulation gave a COP of 1.56.
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Figure 5.4: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with Pdes = 4.0 bar and Pabs = 70 bar. Heat sink # 1 shows the tem-
perature curve for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water
is equal at the absorber inlet and outlet. Heat sink # 2 shows the temperature curve
for water when the temperature difference between mixture and water is 5 ◦C at the
absorber inlet.
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5.1.1.5 Higher discharge temperatures
In all the previous presented simulation results, the discharge temperature has been
limited to 180 ◦C for both compressors. There is no integrated function for compressor
cooling in the model, thus the available heat above 180 ◦C has been "ignored". If there
is no upper limit for the discharge temperature, the available heat is larger and the
temperature of the vapour before mixing is higher, thus the temperature of the mixture
entering the absorber is higher. Consequently the absorber pressure can be reduced
and the overall ammonia concentration is reduced to accommodate to required water
temperature lift. Figure 5.5, 5.6, 5.7 and 5.8 shows the temperature versus cumulative
heat load in the absorber for all four scenarios when the discharge temperature is limited
to 220 ◦C and when the discharge temperature has no limitation. Table 5.1 compares
some results between simulations with the discharge temperature limited to 180 ◦C and
simulations with no limitation to the discharge temperature. Table 5.2 shows a brief
overview of some results for simulations with no limitations to the discharge tempera-
ture. An overview of all the simulation results are listed in appendix C.
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Figure 5.5: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with higher discharge temper-
ature and Pdes = 1.03 bar
(a) Pabs = 33.5 bar
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Figure 5.6: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with higher discharge temper-
ature and Pdes = 1.34 bar
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(a) Pabs = 41 bar
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(b) Pabs = 36.5 bar
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Figure 5.7: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with higher discharge temper-
ature and Pdes = 1.94 bar
(a) Pabs = 58 bar
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(b) Pabs = 53.5 bar
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Figure 5.8: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with higher discharge temper-
ature and Pdes = 4.0 bar
Table 5.1: Difference in simulation results for the scenarios with discharge tempera-
tures restricted to 180 ◦C and no limitation
x1 [-] 0.93 0.95 0.97 0.99
∆ PRb) 13.0 12.5 12.3 12.6
∆ COPa) 39.6 39.8 40.6 56.8
∆ Wthrb) 37.4 37.3 38.0 42.5
∆ CRa) 54.3 59.5 78.4 149.7
∆ ZZb) 13.3 13.0 13.8 13.5
a)Percentage increase
b)Percentage decrease
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Table 5.2: Summary of simulation results with no limitation to the discharge tem-
perature
x1 [-] 0.93 0.95 0.97 0.99
COP [-] 2.53 2.50 2.47 2.44
CR [-] 1.64 1.49 1.31 0.82
ZZ [-] 0.49 0.54 0.60 0.74
Pabs [bar] 25.0 29.5 36.5 53.5
PR [-] 4.92 4.70 4.34 3.66
ρ1 [kg/m3] 0.68 0.87 1.27 2.67
ρ3 [kg/m3] 2.74 3.40 4.61 8.26
T4 [ ◦C] 302.6 295.0 283.2 258.8
∆Wthr [kW] 6.0 6.5 7.0 8.0
Qdes [kW] 60.5 60.0 59.5 59.0
q6 [-] 0.40 0.43 0.46 0.61
5.1.1.6 Desuperheater
In previous simulation scenarios, the assumption is that the mixing of vapour exiting
the compressor and liquid solution is adiabatic, and that the vapour and liquid phases
are in thermodynamic equilibrium. Figure 5.9 shows the temperature curves for a simu-
lation scenario with and without a desuperheater, where figure 5.9 (A) shows the same
temperature profile as figure 5.7 (A). The heat delivered in the desuperheater is set to
the enthalpy differences between a discharge temperature of 220 ◦C and 160 ◦C. Vapour
at 160 ◦C is adiabatically mixed with solution liquid before the absorber. Black encir-
clements in figure 5.9 illustrates the minimum temperature difference Additional figures
with temperature profiles for simulations with desuperheater is shown in appendix C.
(a) Without desuperheater
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Figure 5.9: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with and without desuperheater, when Pdesorber = 1.94 bar and Pabsorber
= 41 bar. The heat sink # 1 curves shows the water temperature curve when the water
inlet temperature is 100 ◦C. The heat sink # 2 curves shows the water temperature
curve when the water inlet temperature is 90 ◦C.
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5.1.2 Summary and discussion
Temperature curves Evaluating figure 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 it is evident that the
increasing overall ammonia concentration is a more dominant factor for the linearity of
mixture temperature curves than the pressure, which also is shown by the temperaure
difference between mixture and heat sink at absorber inlet and outlet. To maintain
the minimum temperature difference throughout the process, the temperature at the
absorber inlet and outlet increases in the scenarios and the temperature difference at the
absorber inlet and outlet is 7 ◦C, 8 ◦C, 9.5 ◦C and 14 ◦C respectively. The non-linearity
of the mixture temperature curve increases with increasing ammonia concentration and
causes the inlet/outlet temperature difference in the first scenario to be 2 ◦C larger than
the minimum of 5 ◦C, while for the last scenario the non-linearity causes the temperature
difference to be 9 ◦C above the minimum. In all the figures, the mixture temperature
profile in the absorber is relatively linear for throughout most of the heat exchange before
it bends towards the end. It is more significant for the later scenarios, thus the green heat
sink temperatures has larger difference between inlet and outlet temperature difference.
In the simulation results were the limitation to the discharge temperature is higher, the
temperature curves become more linear. Although the absorber pressure is lower, the
overall ammonia concentration is lowered and the linearity increases. With 93 weight-
% of ammonia in the vapour, removing the limitation to the discharge temperature of
180 ◦C, the absorber pressure is reduced by 24 % while the overall ammonia concentration
is reduced by 13 % resulting in a reduction of the temperature difference at absorber
inlet and outlet to 5.7 ◦C. Simulations with higher ammonia concentration in the vapour
also show the same results. For 95, 97 and 99 weight-% of ammonia, the temperature
difference at the absorber inlet and outlet is 6.4 ◦C, 7.5 ◦C and 10.9 ◦C respectively, when
there is no limitation to the discharge temperature.
Comparisons of the scenarios By summarizing the results in table C.1 and C.2,
increasing the ammonia concentration from 93 weight-% to 99 weight-% results in:
q Higher absorber and desorber pressures
q Lower pressure ratios
q Lower COP
q Smaller circulation ratios
q Smaller heat transfer in both solution heat exchangers
q Approximately unchanged mixture, heat sink and heat source mass flow rates
q Higher expansion losses
The results of allowing a higher discharge temperature results in:
q Lower absorber pressures, thus lowering the pressure ratios
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q Higher COP
q Larger circulation ratios
q Larger heat transfer in solution heat exchanger # 1, while smaller heat transfer in
solution heat exchanger # 2
q Approximately unchanged mixture, heat sink and heat source mass flow rates
q Smaller expansion loss
COP In the simulations the requirement to the heat capacity in the absorber was 100
kW, thus the mass flow was adjusted according to the calculated enthalpy difference in
the absorber. However, simulation results showed that the total mass flow of mixture
only had minor changes comparing the scenarios. As the pressure ratio decreases for an
increasing ammonia concentration in the vapour, the specific compressor work becomes
smaller, however, the COP decreases in this case. The varying circulation ratio to achieve
the required overall ammonia concentration in each scenario and the approximately
constant mixture mass flow rates, results in larger vapour mass flow rates through the
compressor circuit. Thus, the compressor work increases as the ammonia concentration
increases, resulting in a lower COP. The difference between the scenarios, however,
are minor. In simulations with higher limitations to the discharge temperature, COP
increased in all scenarios. Also in this case, the increasing COP can be explained a
higher circulation ratio. Evaluating the COP results in table 5.1, the increase is quite
substantial. Besides the increasing circulation ratio, the smaller compressor work is
also explained by a lower pressure ratio. A drawback with the simulation results is
that the isentropic efficiency for the compressors has been 0.8 in all simulations. More
realistic efficiencies would probably have narrow the difference in COP between the
scenarios. One last remark is that with lower heat source temperatures which results in
mixture temperatures out of the desorber lower than 45 ◦C will require larger ammonia
concentrations than 93 weight-% to avoid sub-atmospheric pressures.
Discharge temperature Simulation results in table 5.2 shows that there is a close
linkage between the pressure ratios and the discharge temperatures in the processes.
There are not large differences between scenarios, however, the heat transfer in the
solution heat exchanger between the compressors decreases with increasing ammonia
concentration in the vapour. One can assume that the larger circulation ratio, hence
larger ratio between solution mass flow rate and vapour mass flow rate, results in a
larger heat transfer in solution heat exchanger #2, thus a larger reduction of the vapour
temperature before the HP-compressor. But again, more realistic compressor efficiencies
might have had a larger negative effect for the discharge temperature with high water
concentration in the vapour due to larger pressure ratios.
Compressor volume Table 5.2 shows that there is a large difference vapour density
at the compressor. With a 99 weight-% ammonia concentration in the vapour, the
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density before the LP-compressor is four times higher, than with a 93 weight-% ammonia
concentration. However, the vapour mass flow rate to the compressor increases for a fixed
absorber capacity due to larger circulation ratio. If one disregards the volumetric losses
in the compressor, the volumetric flow required to the LP compressor for a 99 weight-%
ammonia concentration is 90 m3/h, while for a 93 weight-% ammonia concentration it
is 259 m3/h, reducing the difference to three times as high. For the HP compressor,
the difference in vapour density is three times higher for 99 weight-% than 93 weight-%,
while the volumetric flow rates are 29 m3/h and 64 m3/h. The vapour density to the LP
compressor remains unchanged regardless of the limitation to the discharge temperature,
however, the circulation ratio increases, thus reducing the vapour mass flow rate. The
reduced vapour mass flow rate results in a reduction of the volumetric flow rate between
20 - 25 % in all scenarios comparing the simulations with a 180 ◦C limitation the the
discharge temperature and simulations with no limitation to the discharge temperature.
Vapour densities before the HP-compressor decreases as the limitation to the discharge
temperature increased due to lower pressures, and it counteracts the effect of a larger
circulation ratio. For the HP compressor, the volumetric flow rate is reduced by 8 - 10
% in all scenarios comparing simulations with discharge temperatures limited to 180 ◦C
and simulations with no limitations to discharge temperatures.
Desorber Table 5.2 shows that there are only small variations in the desorber capac-
ity and total mixture mass flow rates only have small variations between simulations
scenarios. However, the increasing non-linearity of temperature curves as the overall
ammonia concentration increases, forces the mixture temperature at the absorber outlet
to be higher when the heat sink inlet temperature is 100 ◦C. Combined with a smaller
circulation ratio, the temperature of the mixture after solution heat exchanger #1 in-
creases. It results in a higher expansion loss and a higher vapour mass fraction after
expansion. It is worth mentioning that heat source temperatures out of the desorber
was below 0 ◦C for some simulation scenarios, when this can be a limitation for pure
water as heat source fluid.
Vapour fraction at absorber inlet For the thermodynamic approach with adiabatic
mixing before the absorber, it is beneficial with a high vapour fraction at the absorber
inlet since it provides a larger mixture temperature difference between absorber inlet and
outlet and more vapour must condense, hence more heat (section 3.3). Comparing the
scenarios, the vapour fraction at the absorber inlet increases. It can mainly be explained
by smaller circulations ratios. It is worth noticing that the heat transfer in solution heat
exchanger #2 is larger for the first simulation scenarios while the circulation ratio is
larger which contributes to bring the liquid solution closer to the saturation temper-
ature. With higher limitations to discharge temperatures, circulation ratios increase,
thus the vapour fraction at the absorber inlet decreases. However, the reductions is only
minor, but referring to figure 3.8, it could have a larger impact for high overall ammonia
concentrations.
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Desuperheater Figure 5.9 shows that the minimum temperature difference between
the mixture temperature curve and the blue heat sink temperature curve occur at the
exact same place in the heat exchange, regardless if the process is with or without a
desuperheater. Because the total heat available is the same with and without the desu-
perheater, and the mixture is in thermodynamic equilibrium before the absorber, the
temperature curve for the mixture will be unchanged except were the heat is delivered
through the desuperheater. Since the total heat available and the heat sink inlet tem-
perature is unchanged, the minimum heat sink mass flow rate to maintain the minimum
temperature differences, will be exactly the same, hence the water outlet temperature
will be the unchanged. The minimum temperature difference between the mixture tem-
perature curve and the green heat sink temperature curve, occur at the absorber inlet.
It means that the minimum heat sink flow rate to maintain the minimum temperature
difference can be lower. With the same inlet temperature, the outlet temperature is
higher. However, the temperature increase is only 1.2 ◦C in the simulation scenario in
figure 5.9, due to the steepness of the vapour temperature curve. Even with a temper-
ature drop from 220 ◦C to 160 ◦C, the heat available in the desuperheater is only 11 %
of the total heat delivery. In the absorber the heat delivery is 2.02 kW/K, while it is
only 0.18 kW/K in the desuperheater. One of the reasons is that the mixture mass flow
through the absorber is larger than the vapour mass flow rate, thus when the water
mass flow rate is dimensioned for the absorber process, the effect of the desuperheater is
small and the effect will decrease when circulation ratios increase. Temperature curves
for simulations with desuperheater when the discharge temperature is limited to 220 ◦C
and without limitations is shown in figure C.1.
5.2 Absorber
Spray drying is one of the most important methods of drying liquid foods. It is a
technique that utilizes liquid atomization to create droplets that are dried when in
contact with a hot gas, typically air (Mujumdar, 2007). Drying processes often need
air at high temperatures, and as air is drawn from the ambient, it requires a large
temperature lift. Compression/absorption heat pumps can be a suitable measure in order
to reduce primary energy demands in such processes. Figure 5.10 shows a schematic
diagram where the hybrid compression/absorption process is integrated in a spray drying
process. Air is heated in three steps. First, heat is recovered from the hot air exiting the
dryer, before it is heated by the absorber. The remaining temperature lift is conducted
by an additional heating device. The heat source for the desorber is the hot air exiting
the air-to-air heat exchanger.
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Figure 5.10: Schematic diagram of a spray drying process with desorber and absorber
The aim for the simulations is to assess the dimensioning of a finned, annular tube
cross-flow absorber for the process of heating air. The mixture inlet temperature is
set to 150 ◦C, and the overall ammonia is found so that complete absorption at the
given pressure and overall ammonia concentration occur at 100 ◦C. Table 5.3 shows the
simulation inputs. One of the great difficulties when simulating an absorption process
with air as the cooling medium, is the large difference in mass flow of mixture and air.
When the heat capacity of the absorber is set to 100 kW and the temperatures on the
mixture side is 150 ◦C to 100 ◦C, it results in a mixture mass flow of 0.13 kg/s. In
comparison, the air mass flow when heated from 90 ◦C to 140 ◦C, is 1.98 kg/s, 15 times
larger than the mixture mass flow rate. Moreover, the frontal velocity of air is limited
to 3.5 m/s in the simulations, which limits the possible air mass flow. An increasing
number of tubes will allow more tube rows, hence larger frontal area of each segment
and a larger air mass flow while maintaining the maximum air velocity. At the same
time will to many tubes limit the mixture mass flow rate in each tube, reducing the
mixture heat transfer coefficient. The EES procedure for external flow over a staggered
bank used in the simulations is limited. The ratio between tube spacing perpendicular
on the air flow and the outer tube diameter must be between 1.25 and 2.5. With a outer
tube diameter of 25 mm, the minimum spacing is 31.25 mm and the maximum spacing
is 62.5 mm.
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Table 5.3: Parameters for the simulations of the finned, annular tube cross-flow ab-
sorber
Absorber duty 100 kW
Absorber pressure 25 bar
Mixture inlet temperature 150 ◦C
Air inlet temperature 90 ◦C
Maximum frontal air velocity 3.5 m/s
Tube inner diameter 22 mm
Tube outer diameter 25 mm
Fin thickness 0.25 mm
Mixture mass flow 0.13 kg/s
Overall ammonia concentration 0.5238
Material Stainless steel
5.2.1 Simulation results
In order to maintain an relatively large mixture heat transfer coefficient, the number of
tubes were limited to 24. Table 5.4 shows the simulation results for different number
of tube rows and columns, with a staggered arrangement and vertical/horizontal tube
spacing of 60 mm. The number of tube rows determines the width of each segment,
while the number of columns determine the length of each segment. Temperature of the
mixture and air versus the relative height of all four scenarios are shown in figure 5.11.
Table 5.5 shows simulations results when the altering segment width and fin pitch for
scenario #3. Table 5.6 shows the simulation results when the tube spacing is 40 mm.
Table 5.4: Heat exchanger geometries and simulation results with 60 mm tube spacing
Scenario #1 #2 #3 #4
Number of tube rows [-] 4 6 8 12
Number of tube columns [-] 6 4 3 2
Width of segment [m] 0.30 0.42 0.54 0.78
Height of segment [m] 2.00 1.45 1.30 1.05
Length of segment [m] 0.42 0.30 0.24 0.18
Total height of absorber [m] 20.0 14.5 13.0 10.5
Fin pitch [mm] 7.5 4.0 3.0 2.0
Total heat transfer surface [m2] 646 854 1044 1368
Volumetric flow rate of air [m3/s] 2.10 2.13 2.46 2.87
Average mixture heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 1208 1205 1173 1145
Average air heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 69 66 62 56
Uy [W/m2-K] 8.9 6.7 5.7 4.2
Pressure drop [Pa] 371 248 187 125
Fan work [kW] 3.1 2.1 1.8 1.4
Mixture outlet temperature [ ◦C] 101.2 100.7 100.2 101.0
Air outlet temperature [ ◦C] 139.7 139.6 133.4 126.3
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Table 5.5: Heat exchanger geometries and simulation results with 8 tube rows and 3
tube columns and 60 mm tube spacing.
Scenario # 2 #5 #6
Width of segment [m] 0.54 0.54 0.54
Height of segment [m] 1.30 0.80 0.80
Length of segment [m] 0.24 0.24 0.24
Total height of absorber [m] 13.0 8.0 8.0
Fin pitch [mm] 3.0 3.0 2.0
Total heat transfer surface [m2] 1044 642 956
Volumetric flow rate of air [m3/s] 2.46 1.51 1.51
Average mixture heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 1188 1260 1258
Average air heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 62 62 62
Uy [W/m2-K] 5.7 6.1 5.2
Pressure drop [Pa] 187 184 183
Fan work [kW] 1.8 1.1 1.1
Mixture outlet temperature [ ◦C] 100.2 115.0 109.2
Air outlet temperature [ ◦C] 133.4 138.4 147.0
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Figure 5.11: Temperature versus relative absorber height
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Table 5.6: Heat exchanger geometries and simulation results with 12 tube rows and
2 tube columns and 40 mm tube spacing.
Scenario # 7 # 8 #9
Width of segment [m] 0.52 0.52 0.52
Height of segment [m] 1.19 0.60 0.60
Length of segment [m] 0.12 0.12 0.12
Total height of absorber [m] 11.9 6.0 6.0
Fin pitch [mm] 3.0 3.0 2.0
Total heat transfer surface [m2] 419 213 314
Volumetric flow rate of air [m3/s] 2.15 1.09 1.09
Average mixture heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 1211 1298 1295
Average air heat transfer coefficient [W/m2-K] 73 73 73
Uy [W/m2-K] 13.8 15.0 12.9
Pressure drop [Pa] 337 331 329
Fan work [kW] 2.9 1.4 1.4
Mixture outlet temperature [ ◦C] 100.4 122.5 120.6
Air outlet temperature [ ◦C] 139.6 142.9 146.8
Figure 5.7 shows temperature versus cumulative heat load for the absorber. Mixture
temperature curves for scenario #1 and #4 is plotted against the mixture temperature
in figure 5.5 (B). In figure 5.5 (B) the temperature curves displays the simulation results
for 25 bar, an overall ammonia concentration of 0.49 and the mixture inlet and outlet
temperatures are a little higher than in the absorber simulation. However, there are
only minor differences.
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Table 5.7: Temperature versus the cumulative heat load in the absorber for scenario
#1 and #4 and the temperature from the two-stage simulation scenario with absorber
pressure at 25 bar and an overall ammonia concentration of 0.49..
5.2.2 Summary and discussion
Simulation results showed that dividing the mixture mass flow into 24 tubes results in
an average heat transfer coefficient between 1100 and 1300 W/m2-K. The construction
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of the model does not consider the length of the tubes when calculating the mixture
heat transfer coefficient, only in how many tubes the total mixture mass flow is divided
into. Hence, increasing the number of tubes will result in a lower mixture heat transfer
coefficient. Summarizing the results in table 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6 shows that by increasing
the number of tube rows:
q pressure drop and fan work decreases
q fin pitch can be smaller
q total air-side surface increases
q volumetric air flow rate can be increases, however, lowering the air outlet temper-
ature
q height of the absorber decreases, while the width and length increases
The air outlet temperature of air decreases due to a larger volumetric air flow rate.
The frontal area of each segment increases with the increasing tube rows and when the
frontal air velocity is constant at 3.5 m/s, the volumetric air flow rate must increase. If
the fin pitch presented in table 5.4 is increased in any of the scenarios, the mixture will
not be fully absorber and the air outlet temperature will be lower. If the fin pitch is
smaller, the mixture will be subcooled and the air outlet temperature becomes higher.
The fin pitches in the result tables are the smallest possible fin pitch before mixture
reaches a temperature below 100 ◦C or the air outlet temperature exceeds the mixture
inlet temperature. Evaluating the results in table 5.5 vindicates that the simulation
model has a strict limitation regarding air flow, fin pitch and absorber height. In order
to maintain the maximum frontal air velocity and a sufficient volumetric air flow for a
specific absorber geometry, limits the possible fin pitch. In scenario #5 and #6 were the
height of each segment is reduced and a smaller fin pitch in scenario #6, volumetric air
flow rates are smaller than in scenario #2. If the width of the segment is increased from
the width in scenario #6, the volumetric air flow rate increases. However, the air flow
rate is still to small and simulations show that the air outlet temperature is higher than
the mixture inlet temperature. When the tube spacing is 40 mm, width of each segment
is smaller. The frontal area of each segment is limited, hence the volumetric air flow
is limited. Although the total air surface area is lower than with 60 mm tube spacing,
the pressure drop and fan work is twice as high than for scenario #3. Figure 5.7 shows
temperature versus cumulative heat load for the mixture in scenario #1 and #4, and
the mixture temperature curve from figure 5.5 (B). Although the temperature curves for
scenario #1 and #4 is plotted for a slightly lower temperature, resulting curves appear
quite similar to curves obtain from the two-stage model where the approach was a linear
enthalpy decrease. However, this is only shown for an overall ammonia concentration of
approximately 0.52, and not for higher concentrations.
The geometries of the absorber listed in table 5.4 are not entirely realistic due to the
extreme ratio between absorber height and width/length. It is difficult to determine
if the somewhat strange simulation results is due to the large difference in mixture
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and air mass flow rates and that is impossible to accomplish a notable result, or if the
problem is with the simulation model. However, it is worth repeating that with the
simulation inputs, the air mass flow rate is 15 times higher than the mixture mass flow
rate. This major mismatch and a maximum limitation of the air velocity, will result in
a large required frontal area and the number of possible tube rows are limited. There
are two factors that could limit the large difference between the absorber height and
width/length. First, the air inlet temperature could be lowered which allows a smaller
air mass flow rate and increases the driving forces, although it ultimately increases
the temperature loss in the absorber. Second, the tube spacing could be increased.
It would increase the frontal area of each segment without increasing the number of
tube rows. However, it would cause a significant increase in air-side heat transfer area
without increasing the total heat transfer. Table 5.4 shows that the total air-side heat
transfer area is considerably higher when tube spacing is 60 mm compared to 40 mm.
Another factor that may contribute to the results, is the absorber material. Since one of
the working fluid components is ammonia, stainless steel was used to conduct a realistic
simulation scenario. When calculating the overall fin efficiency, the EES function requires
geometry of the fins, air-side heat transfer coefficient and the thermal conductivity
of the absorber material. In scenario #1 to #4, the average overall fin efficiency is
approximately 0.12, which could partially be explained by the high thermal resistance
in the absorber material. Early tests of the simulation model with aluminium as absorber
material resulted in higher fin efficiencies and overall heat transfer coefficients.
It would have beneficial to conduct simulations with other tube diameters to assess if
the optimal solution for the process could have either larger or smaller tube diameters.
Section 3.4 presented the work of Fernández-Seara et al. (2005) which emphasized that
smaller tube diameters will have a significant effect on the absorption length. It is highly
questionable if that is a factor in the simulation scenarios due to the simplicity of the
absorption process model. It could however be a factor. Further, it would have been
beneficial to conduct more simulations with different overall ammonia concentrations,
since the mass ratio between components will affect the volume of the mixture stream in
the tubes. In conclusion, the decision of dividing the absorber into 10 segments may not
have been the best solution. However, with the simplicity of the model it probably would
not have been beneficial to reduce the number of segments and increase the number of
tube columns. The absorption process is approximated as equal in all tubes in the
individual segment and the actual absorption process will evolve more rapidly at the
first tube rows (section 3.4). It means that larger air temperature increases in each
segment would have given a more inaccurate result since the variation in the absorption
process in each tube would have been larger.
5.2.3 Spray drying case
In order to evaluate the compression/absorption heat pump for a spray drying process, it
was conducted a simulation in the two-stage model with air as heat source and heat sink.
Air temperature at the desorber inlet was set to 35 ◦C, and to avoid sub-atmospheric
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desorber pressure, the vapour ammonia concentration had to be minimum 97.5 weight-
%. It resulted in desorber pressure of 1.03 bar. Table 5.8 shows the inputs and simulation
results. One advantages is that the required air mass flow in the absorber and desorber
are fairly equal, which is convenient since the air flow through the absorber eventually
runs through the desorber. It could be problematic if the necessary air flow through
the absorber is significantly smaller, for the temperature lift, than the required air
mass flow rate in the desorber. In order to remove the heat from the mixture and
maintaining an equally air flow through absorber and desorber, the air mass flow rate
in the absorber the must be increased. It will lower the outlet temperature, thus a
large temperature lift after the absorber, which ultimately reduces the effect of the heat
pump. Simulation results indicate that the performance of the compression/absorption
heat pump is not convincing for this scenario. The simulation was conducted with no
limitation to the discharge temperature, and if the COP is approximated to be 40 %
lower with the discharge temperature limited to 180 ◦C (table 5.1), it is reduced to 0.87.
It may have been more beneficial with a smaller temperature lift in the air-to-air heat
exchanger. It would have decreased the air temperature at the absorber inlet, and the
mixture temperature out of the absorber could be lower. System performance would
be higher due to lower pressure ratios and compressor work, and the absorber pressure
could be lowered. Although the heat pump performance would be higher, required air
temperature after the additional heat device would be the same, hence more of the
temperature lift would be conducted after the absorber. It is questionable if it would
improve the total efficiency.
Table 5.8: Simulation results from spray drying case
Desorber pressure 1.03 bar
Absorber pressure 45.0 bar
Ammonia concentration in vapour 0.975
Overall ammonia concentration 0.75
Total mixture mass flow 0.11 kg/s
Air mass flow rate in desorber 1.57 kg/s
Air mass flow rate in absorber 1.82 kg/s
Circulation ratio 0.50
Absorber capacity 100.0 kW
WLP-compressor 31.2 kW
WHP-compressor 37.8 kW
Wpump 0.2 kW
Wfan 2.0 kW
COP 1.45
COP with fan work 1.40

Conclusion and suggestions for future work
6.1 Conclusion
The most important results obtained from the two-stage model simulations are:
q The overall ammonia concentration has a more significant impact on mixture tem-
perature curves than the pressure.
q The highest COP obtained from simulations with discharge temperatures limited
to 180 ◦C was 1.81, and the highest COP obtained from simulations with no limi-
tations to discharge temperatures 2.53. Both results was from simulation with an
ammonia concentration of 93 weight-% in the vapour at the compressor inlet.
q Simulations with higher ammonia concentration than 93 weight-% in the vapour
at the compressor inlet, resulted lower in pressure ratios although the absorber
pressures was significantly higher. Smaller circulations ratios, hence higher vapour
mass flow rates, resulted in larger compressor work and smaller performances,
however, differences between scenarios are only minor.
q Removing the limitation to the discharge temperature of 180 ◦C resulted in a 40
% increase in COP for most scenarios, while absorber pressures was reduced by
23 - 25 % and pressure ratios reduced by 12 - 13 %. Discharge temperatures for
these simulations was in the range from 250 ◦C to 310 ◦C.
q Vapour densities at the compressor inlet was significantly higher when the ammo-
nia concentration in the vapour was high. Although circulation ratios was higher,
hence vapour mass flows higher, volumetric flow rates was significantly lower for
high ammonia concentrations in the vapour.
q With the assumptions made in the model, simulations with a desuperheater showed
that if the minimum temperature difference between mixture and heat sink tem-
perature curves does not occur at the absorber inlet, employing a desuperheater
will not increase the heat sink outlet temperature. If the heat sink inlet temper-
ature is sufficiently low, the minimum temperature difference will occur at the
absorber inlet. However, the effect of a desuperheater is small due to the large
difference between heat rejection from the absorption process and from the vapour.
This difference will increase when the circulation ratio increases.
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Simulations with the absorber model and the spray drying case:
q The dimensioning of the finned cross-flow absorber gave some unrealistic results
due to the extreme ratio between absorber height and absorber width/length. It
is difficult to determine whether the problem was with the simulation model or if
selection of inputs were unsuitable. It is noteworthy that the air mass flow rate
was approximately 15 times larger than the mixture mass flow rate. Limitations
to the air velocity and the width of the absorber made it difficult to acquire a good
result
q Simulations resulted in total air-side surface areas between 600 and 1400 m2 for
an absorber duty of 100 kW.
q For a constant number of tubes, increasing the number of tube rows resulted in
larger air mass flow rates, lower air outlet temperatures, larger air-side surface
areas, smaller absorber heights and smaller air pressure drops.
q The simulation case were a compression/absorption heat pump was used in a spray
drying process, indicated that it may not have been a suitable measure, at least
for the case scenario. Due to the large temperature lift, the system performance
was low, although the there was no limitation to the discharge temperature. With
the discharge temperature limited to 180 ◦C, the performance is approximated to
0.87.
6.2 Suggestions for future work
Based on the tasks in the original thesis description that were not considered, suggestions
for further work are:
q Evaluate different system designs to utilize the absorption heat to achieve higher
temperature than the discharge gas temperature from the compressor
q Evaluate other heat exchanger types for optimizing the process
Based on the work performed in this thesis, the following are suggested as further de-
velopment of the simulation models and case scenarios:
q Implement functions for the compressor efficiencies, investigation of a more suited
intermediate pressure and calculation of compressor cooling in the two-stage model.
q A more suited procedure for calculating the desuperheater process in the two-stage
model.
q Investigation of compressor limitations regarding the maximum allowable water
content and maximum discharge temperatures.
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q A more detailed investigation of the absorption process. The calculations of ther-
mophysical properties and heat transfer coefficients can be further developed or
changed in order to acquire a more realistic model. Moreover can newer equations
for the ammonia/water mixture be more appropriate.
q Further optimization of the finned, annular tube cross-flow absorber. Different
tube diameters and a different approach to the absorber design can contribute in
optimizing the process.
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EES Procedure for the Two-Stage Compression/Ab-
sorption Heat Pump Model
Calculation procedure of each thermodynamic state point in the two-stage compres-
sion/absorption heat pump model is shown in table A.1. When using the EES function
NH3H20, the call function needs a 3 digit code which determines the three thermo-
dynamic properties used as inputs. There are 8 different properties available in the
NH3H2O function:
1) T = [K]
2) P = [bar]
3) x = [ammonia mass fraction]
4) h = [kJ/kg]
5) s = [kJ/kg-K]
6) u = [kJ/kg]
7) v = [m3/kg]
8) q = [vapour mass fraction]
Table A.1: EES calculation procedure of each thermodynamic state point for the
two-stage compression/absorption heat pump model.
State Code Explanation
1 138 T1 and x1 is determined by the model inputs. Requiring saturated
vapour, thus q1 = 1. After the model has run this call, the desorber
pressure is set to P1.
2 234 After the desorber pressure is determined for state 1, the intermediate
pressure is calculated: PMP =
√
PLP · PHP . P2 is set to the interme-
diate pressure. The ammonia concentration in the vapour through the
compressor circuit is constant and x2 = x1. First h2s is found using P2,
x2 and s1, then h2 = h1 + (h2s − h1)/ηis. If the simulation is conducted
with compressor cooling, T2 is set to the maximum allowable temper-
ature, while the compressor work is still calculated with the original
T2.
3 234 x3 = x1 and P3 = P2. h3 is calculated using the function for solution
heat exchanger #2.
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4 234 x4 = x1 and P4 is set to the absorber pressure from the inputs. First h4s
is found using P4, x4 and s3, then h4 = h3 + (h4s− h3)/ηis. If the simu-
lation is conducted with compressor cooling, T4 is set to the maximum
allowable temperature, while the compressor work is still calculated with
the original T4.
5 123 x5 = x1 and P4 = PHP . T5 needs to be specified in the model. Heat
delivery in the desuperheater is calculated as the enthalpy difference
between state 4 and 5.
6 234 P6 = PHP and x6 = ZZ. Assuming adiabatic mixing between vapour
and liquid solution, h6 = (h5 · m˙vap + h14 · m˙liq)/m˙tot.
7 238 P7 = PHP and x7 = ZZ. Requiring saturated liquid solution at the
absorber outlet, q7 = 0.
8 234 P8 = PHP and x7 = ZZ. h8 is calculated using the function for solution
heat exchanger #2.
9 234 x9 = ZZ. Assuming isenthalpic expansion before the desorber, P9 =
PLP and h9 = h8
10 123 P10 = PLP and x10 = ZZ. Mixture temperature at the desorber outlet
is required to be the heat source inlet temperature minus the minimum
temperature difference. T10 = T1 = T11 = Theat source in −∆Tmin
11 128 T11 = T1 and P11 = P1. Requiring saturated liquid, thus q11 = 0. After
the model runs this call, xliq = x11
12 235 x12 = x11. Assuming isentropic pump work to the high-pressure side,
P12 = PHP and s12 = s11
13 234 P13 = PHP and x13 = x11. h13 is calculated using the function for
solution heat exchanger #1.
14 234 P14 = PHP and x14 = x11. h14 is calculated using the function for
solution heat exchanger #2.
Thermophysical Properties for the Ammonia/Wa-
ter Mixture
Thermal conductivity and viscosity of the ammonia/water mixture is calculated using
the thermodynamic properties of the mixture given by Ibrahim and Klein (1993) and
correlations for predicting the thermophysical properties of the mixture given by Thorin
(2001) and Conde-Petit (2004). The mixture critical temperature and pressure is found
by using equation (B.1) and (B.2). The constants of the equation is given in table B.1.
Tcrit,mix = Σ4i=0 aixi (B.1)
Pcrit,mix = Σ4i=0 bixi (B.2)
Table B.1: Constant for equations calculating critical temperature and pressure for
ammonia/water mixture (Conde-Petit, 2004).
i ai bi
0 647.14 220.64
1 -199.822 371 -37.923 795
2 109.035 522 36.424 739
3 -239.626 271 -41.851 597
4 88.689 691 -63.805 617
Thermal conductivity Saturation pressure of each component is found for the tem-
perature of each component obtained from equation (B.3), (B.4) and (B.5). The thermal
conductivity of the liquid mixture is found using equation (B.6), where the thermal con-
ductivity of each component is found for the given temperature and pressure.
θmix =
T
Tcrit,mix
(B.3)
Tx,NH3 = θ · 405.4 (B.4)
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Tx,H2O = θ · 674.14 (B.5)
λsol = x · λNH3 + (1− x) · λH2O (B.6)
Viscosity Viscosity for each component is found using the same temperature and
pressure as for thermal conductivity. The viscosity of the liquid mixture is found using
equation (B.7), (B.8) and (B.9).
µmix = exp[x · ln(µNH3) + (1− x) · ln(µH2O) + ∆µT,x] (B.7)
∆µT,x =
[
0.534− 0.815 · T674.14
]
· F (B.8)
F = 6.38(1− x)1.125x(1− e−0.585x(1−x)0.18)ln(µ0.5NH3 · µ0.5H2O
)
(B.9)
Simulation Results
q Mixture temperature out of the desorber is 45 ◦C in all simulations
q In simulation # 1 - 6, xvap = 0.93q In simulation # 7 - 12, xvap = 0.95q In simulation # 13 - 18, xvap = 0.97q In simulation # 19 - 24, xvap = 0.99q Odd number simulations are without desuperheater
q Even number simulations are with desuperheater
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Figure C.1: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for a two-stage compression/ab-
sorption cycle with Pdesorber = 1.03 bar and Pabsorber = 33 bar.
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Development of the hybrid absorption
heat pump process at high
temperature operation
Anders Borgås
Norwegian University of Technology and Science
Abstract
Compression/absorption heat pumps with ammonia/water mixtures are identified as one of the most
promising heat pump technologies for high temperature applications. They are especially suited for processes
with high temperature lift, due to evaporation and condensation, and it enables the use of ammonia for
higher temperatures than in conventional vapour-compression heat pumps. Compression/absorption heat
pumps are also distinguished by high performances and are flexible considering capacity contrail and
external changes. Two separate simulation models were developed; a two-stage compression/absorption
model for heating process water from 100 ◦C to 150 ◦C utilizing waste heat at 50 ◦C, and an absorber
model for heating air at 90 ◦C. Simulation results from the two-stage model indicated that high water
content in the vapour to the compressor achieves the highest performances. Although pressure ratios are
higher, higher circulation ratios causes smaller vapour mass flow rates, hence lower compressor work. The
disadvantage are higher discharge temperatures and significantly lower vapour densities. Simulations
with a desuperheater indicates that, unless the minimum temperature difference between mixture and heat
sink occur at the absorber inlet, there is no gain by employing a desuperheater. Even when the minimum
temperature difference is at the absorber inlet, the gain is small. Dimensioning the absorber gave some
unrealistic results in terms of an extreme ratio between absorber height and width/length. It is difficult
to determine whether the results are due to errors in the simulation model or if it is difficult to obtain a
noteworthy result with the simulation parameters. However, it is worth mentioning that the air mass flow
rate was 15 times as high as the mixture mass flow rate.
I. Introduction
Compression/absorption heat pumps with am-
monia/water mixtures offer one of the most
promising alternatives for high temperature
heat pumps [1]. The heat pump cycle com-
bines the conventional vapour-compression
heat pump cycle and the absorption heat pump
cycle. Vapour-compression cycles have limited
temperature lifts, inflexible operating ranges,
limited capacity control and temperature mis-
matches between heat sinks and heat sources,
whereas absorption cycles have limited temper-
ature ranges [2]. Combing these heat pump
cycles reduces their individual limitations and
offers a heat pump with advantages for some
application areas. Hultén and Berntsson [3,
4] studied the compression/absorption heat
pump cycle and summarized advantages:q Small swept volume to the compressorq High heat transfer coefficientq Environmentally benign working fluidsq High COPq Extra degree of freedomq High working temperatures can be ob-
tainedq The mixture temperature glide can be fit-
ted to the gliding temperatures of heat
source and heat sink
Several of the advantages come because of
the ammonia/water mixture properties. Sat-
uration temperatures of binary mixtures are
1
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determined by pressure and composition. Dif-
ferent volatility of the components causes the
composition to change during evaporation and
condensation processes, thus changing the sat-
uration temperature during the processes. In
an ammonia/water mixture, ammonia is the
more volatile component and evaporates more
quickly. It results in evaporation and conden-
sation processes with temperature glides. It is
important to emphasize that the temperature
curve is strongly dependant on the ammonia
concentration, and that it is not linear [5]. The
second advantage is that the saturation pres-
sure of an ammonia/water mixture is lower
than the saturation pressures for pure am-
monia, thus ammonia can be used at higher
temperatures than in conventional vapour-
compression cycles. It is possible to change
the circulation ratio, meaning that the ratio
between ammonia and water can be altered,
resulting an extra degree of freedom. For
a constant pressure, decreasing the overall
ammonia concentration will increase the satu-
ration temperature and vice versa. It provides
a heat pump system more flexible in terms of
capacity control and to external variations [6].
The main focus of the work was to evaluate
the compression/absorption heat pump pro-
cess with an ammonia/water mixture for high
temperature application. Simulation scenarios
focused on the thermodynamic performance
of the heat pump when utilizing surplus heat
at 50 ◦C and heating process water from 100 ◦C
to 150 ◦C. The secondary focus was to evaluate
the dimensions of a finned, annular tube cross-
flow absorber for heating air in a spray drying
process.
II. Simulation models
In order to assess the compression/absorption
heat pump for high temperature application,
two separate simulation models were devel-
oped; A two-stage compression/absorption
heat pump model used to evaluate thermo-
dynamic performance of the heat pump cy-
cle when heating process water, and an ab-
sorber model used to evaluate dimensions of a
finned, annular cross-flow absorber for heating
air. Both models were developed in Engineer-
ing Equation Solver (EES) and using the ther-
modynamic correlations given by Ibrahim and
Klein [7] for the ammonia/water mixture.
The two-stage simulation model The model
is based on the models described by Sveine
et.al [8] and Nordtvedt [6]. A schematic dia-
gram of the model is shown in figure 1 and the
assumptions made by Nordtvedt were applied
in this model:q Pressure drops in the systems are negli-
gible.q Heat losses to the ambient are negligible.q The strong solution exiting the absorber
is saturated.q Solution, heat sink and heat source flow
counter-currently in absorber and desor-
ber.q Vapour and liquid is assumed to be in
equilibrium in the solution.q Mixing of weak solution and vapour at
the absorber inlet is adiabatic.q Vapour at the compressor inlet is as-
sumed to be in thermodynamic equilib-
rium with the liquid in the liquid/vapour
separator.q Solution pump efficiency is 100 %.
Simulations were conducted for four different
simulations, where the initial difference be-
tween the scenarios was the ammonia concen-
tration in the saturated vapour to the compres-
sor. Ammonia concentrations were 93, 95, 97
and 99 weight-% and desorber pressure was de-
termined for saturated vapour at 45 ◦C for the
respective ammonia concentrations. Absorber
pressures and overall ammonia concentrations
were found to accommodate the required heat
sink temperature lift. In all simulation scenar-
ios, the output properties were found to satisfy
the heat sink temperature lift with equal tem-
perature differences at absorber inlet and outlet.
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Simulations with and without desuperheater
was conducted for all scenarios.
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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the two-stage compres-
sion/absorption heat pump
Absorber simulation model The absorber
simulation model is adapted from an EES
model for a finned, annular tube cross-flow
heat exchanger given by Nellis and Klein [9]
The absorber model consist of 10 segments
with similar dimensions. Mixture outlet param-
eters are the inlet parameters for the next seg-
ment. Thermophysical properties for the am-
monia/water mixture were found using equa-
tions given by Thorin [10] and Conde-Petit [11].
Fin efficiencies were found with an approach
that the actual fins acted like annular fins con-
nected to the tube. Air inlet temperature was
set to 90 ◦C and the maximum frontal air veloc-
ity was limited to 3.5 m/s. The conductance
and total thermal resistance for each segment
was calculated using equation (1) and (2).
UA =
1
Rtot
(1)
m˙mix
H
W
thfin
pfin
L
sh
sv
V˙air
Front view
Vertical view
Figure 2: Schematic diagram of the air cooled vertical
tubular absorber
Rtot = Rin + Rcond + Rout (2)
The absorber model is cross-flow, thus need
to be corrected with the LMTD F factor. The
LMTD effectiveness, PHX, and LMTD capaci-
tance ratio RHX is calculated:
PHX =
TC,out − TC,in
TH,in − TC,in (3)
RHX =
C˙C
C˙H
=
TH,in − TH,out
TC,out − TC,in (4)
The correction factor is found using an inte-
grated EES function for a cross-flow with both
fluids unmixed.
∆Tlm = ∆Tlm,c f · FHX (5)
Q˙ = UA · ∆Tlm (6)
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The transferred heat for each segment is cor-
rected using equation (5) and (6), before the
new calculated values are used in the next it-
eration. Mixture heat transfer coefficient is
calculated using the Dittus-Boelter equation
(equation 7), and the thermal resistance on the
inner tube walls are calculated using equation
8.
αmix = 0.023 · Re0.8D · Pr0.4 ·
λliq
Din
(7)
Rin =
1
αmix · pi · Din · L (8)
Reynolds number and Prandtl number is calcu-
lated using equation 9, 10, 11 and 12. The
approach for the absorption process is that
the mixture velocity decreases as vapour con-
denses and is absorbed into the liquid. The
mixture velocity is adjusted so that the average
density in each segment is the density of sat-
urated liquid and saturated vapour times the
fraction of liquid and vapour respectively.
ReD =
ρliq · um · Din
µliq
(9)
Pr =
cp · µliq
λliq
(10)
um =
4 · m˙
ρavg · D2in
(11)
ρavg = ρliq · (1− q) + ρvap · q (12)
Thermal resistance on the air-side surface is
calculated using equation 13. Air heat transfer
coefficient is found using an EES function for
external flow over a staggered bank, while the
fin efficiency is found using an EES function
for annular fins with the assumption that the
rectangular fins behave like annular fins.
Rout =
1
ηoverall · αair · Atot (13)
The conduction resistance is found by using
equation 14.
Rcond =
ln
(Dout
Din
)
2 · λ · pi · Ltube (14)
III. Simulation results
Two-stage model: Figure 3, 4, 5 and 6 shows
the temperature profiles for the simulations
with 93, 95, 97 and 99 weight-% of ammonia
in the vapour in the compressor circuit, respec-
tively. Blue heat sink temperature curves rep-
resent the temperature curves when the tem-
perature difference at the absorber inlet and
outlet is equal. Green heat sink temperature
curves represent the temperature curves when
the minimum temperature difference is at the
absorber inlet, hence heat sink mass flow is
reduced in order to maintain the minimum
temperature difference. In all the simulation
scenarios, the discharge temperature was lim-
ited to 180 ◦C for both compressors. COPs for
the scenarios were 1.81, 1.79, 1.75 and 1.56,
while the temperature difference at absorber
inlet/outlet were 7 ◦C, 8 ◦C, 9.5 ◦C and 14 ◦C
respectively. Table 1 shows an overview of re-
sults from simulations with no restrictions to
the discharge temperature, while table 2 shows
the increase and decreasing of some impor-
tant parameters between simulation scenarios
were the discharge temperature was limited to
180 ◦C and simulations where it was no limi-
tation to the discharge temperature. Figure 7
shows temperature curves in one of the simula-
tion scenarios with and without desuperheater.
Vapour is cooled from 220 ◦C to 160 ◦C in the
desuperheater, before mixing with liquid solu-
tion.
Table 1: Summary of simulation results with no limita-
tions to discharge temperature
x1 [-] 0.93 0.95 0.97 0.99
COP [-] 2.53 2.50 2.47 2.44
CR [-] 1.64 1.49 1.31 0.82
ZZ [-] 0.49 0.54 0.60 0.74
Pabs [bar] 25.0 29.5 36.5 53.5
PR [-] 4.92 4.70 4.34 3.66
ρ1 [kg/m3] 0.68 0.88 1.27 2.70
ρ3 [kg/m3] 2.70 3.45 4.55 8.33
T4 [ ◦C] 302.6 295.0 283.2 258.8
∆Wthr [kW] 6.0 6.5 7.0 8.0
Qdes [kW] 60.5 60.0 59.5 59.5
q6 [-] 0.33 0.35 0.39 0.52
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Figure 3: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with
Pdesorber = 1.03 bar and Pabsorber = 33 bar.
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Figure 4: Temperature versus cumulative heat load for
with Pdesorber = 1.34 bar and Pabsorber = 38.5
bar.
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Figure 5: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with
Pdesorber = 1.94 bar and Pabsorber = 47.5 bar.
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Figure 6: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with
Pdesorber = 4.0 bar and Pabsorber = 70 bar.
Table 2: Difference in simulation results for the scenar-
ios with discharge temperatures restricted to
180 ◦C and no limitation
x1 [-] 0.93 0.95 0.97 0.99
∆ PRb) 13.0 12.5 12.3 12.6
∆ COPa) 39.6 39.8 40.6 56.8
∆ Wthrb) 37.4 37.3 38.0 42.5
∆ CRa) 54.3 59.5 78.4 149.7
∆ ZZb) 13.3 13.0 13.8 13.5
a)Percentage increase
b)Percentage decrease
(a) Without desuperheater
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(b) With desuperheater
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Figure 7: Temperature versus cumulative heat load with
and without desuperheater when Pdes = 1.94
bar and Pabs = 41 bar.
Absorber model: In order to maintain a rel-
atively large mixture heat transfer coefficient,
the number of tubes was limited to 24. Table
3 shows the simulations results for different
number of tube rows and columns with a stag-
gered arrangement and a tube spacing of 60
mm.
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Table 3: Heat exchanger geometries and simulation re-
sults with 60 mm tube spacing
Scenario #1 #2 #3 #4
Nrow [-] 4 6 8 12
Ncol [-] 6 4 3 2
W [m] 0.30 0.42 0.54 0.78
H [m] 2.00 1.45 1.30 1.05
L [m] 0.42 0.30 0.24 0.18
Htot [m] 20.0 14.5 13.0 10.5
pfin [mm] 7.5 4.0 3.0 2.0
A [m2] 646 854 1044 1368
V˙air [m3/s] 2.10 2.13 2.46 2.87
αmix [W/m2-K] 1208 1205 1173 1145
αair [W/m2-K] 69 66 62 56
Uy [W/m2-K] 8.9 6.7 5.7 4.2
∆P [Pa] 371 248 187 125
Wfan [kW] 3.1 2.1 1.8 1.4
Tmix,out [ ◦C] 101.2 100.7 100.2 101.0
Tair,out [ ◦C] 139.7 139.6 133.4 126.3
Spray drying case: Table 4 shows the simula-
tion results from the spray drying case. Air was
used as heat source and heat sink medium, and
air inlet temperature in the desorber was set to
35 ◦C. Ammonia concentration in the saturated
vapour was 97.5 weight-%, overall ammonia
concentration 0.75 and absorber pressure was
45 bar.
Table 4: Simulation results from spray drying case
Pdes 1.03 bar
Pabs 45.0 bar
xvap 0.975
ZZ 0.75
m˙mix 0.11 kg/s
m˙air,des 1.57 kg/s
m˙air,abs 1.82 kg/s
CR 0.50
Q˙abs 100.0 kW
WLP-comp 31.2 kW
WHP-comp 37.8 kW
Wpump 0.2 kW
Wfan 2.0 kW
COP 1.45
COP w/fan 1.40
IV. Discussion
Figure 3, 4, 5 and 6 showed that the overall
ammonia concentration has a larger impact
on the linearity of the temperature curves
than the absorber pressure. The temperature
difference at the absorber inlet and outlet
increased as the ammonia concentration in
the vapour increased. Increasing the limita-
tion to the discharge temperature resulted in
lower absorber pressures and lower overall
ammonia concentrations. Although absorber
pressures decreased, lower overall ammonia
concentrations resulted in more linear mixture
temperature curves.
In all simulations, the requirement to heat
pump heating capacity was 100 kW, thus the
total mixture mass flow rates was adjusted
according to calculated enthalpy differences.
However, simulation results indicated that
the mixture mass flow between the different
scenarios only had minor differences. As the
pressure ratio increased for increasing ammo-
nia concentration in the vapour, the specific
compressor work decreased but the COP also
decreased. Since the circulation ratio decreased
and the total mixture mass flow rate was ap-
proximately the same, a larger quantity of the
total mixture mass flow rate went through
the compressor circuit, hence the decrease in
COP. COP increased for all scenarios when
the limitation to the discharge temperature
increased. This increases was a result of lower
pressure ratio, thus lower specific compressor
work, but also a result of the increasing cir-
culation ratios. Mixture mass flow rates only
had minor variations in simulation scenarios
when the limitation the discharge temperature
was increased, hence a smaller mass flow rate
through the compressor circuit.
There was a significant difference between
vapour densities in the scenarios. Results pre-
sented in table 1 show that with an xvap of 0.99,
the vapour density is four times higher than
with an xvap of 0.93. Although the differences
in circulation ratios, hence difference in vapour
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mass flow rates, is quite substantial the differ-
ence in volumetric flow rates is large. If one
disregards volumetric losses in the compres-
sor the difference in volumetric flow rates to
the LP-compressor is reduced to three times
as high. Increasing the limitation to the dis-
charge temperature decreases the volumetric
flow rate to the LP-compressor by 20-25 % for
all scenarios, while the volumetric flow rate
to the HP-compressor is reduced by 8-10 %.
The smaller reduction for the HP-compressor
can be explained by a lower absorber pressure,
hence lower intermediate pressure resulting in
a smaller vapour density
Evaluating figure 7 shows that with the ap-
proach that the mixing of vapour and liquid
solution is adiabatic and in equilibrium before
the absorber, only moves the starting point of
the mixture temperature curve in the absorber.
Since the heat available in the desuperheater is
equal to the reduction in heat in the absorption
process, the water outlet temperature cannot
be higher if the mass flow rate is unchanged.
Since the mixture temperature curve is un-
changed, the minimum temperature difference
between mixture and water occur at the same
location in the heat exchange. It means that
in order to achieve a higher water outlet tem-
perature, the minimum temperature difference
must occur at the outlet for the original pro-
cess.
Absorber simulations showed that by increas-
ing the number of tube rows, maintained the
total number of tubes, resulted in:
q air pressure drop and fan work decreased
q fin pitches can be smaller
q total air-side surface area increased
q volumetric air flow rate can be increased,
however lowering the air outlet tempera-
ture
q absorber height decreases, while width
and length increases
The geometries listed in table 3 are not entirely
realistic due to the extreme ratio between ab-
sorber height and width/length. It is difficult
to determine whether the somewhat strange
simulation results is due to problems is with
the simulation model or if the processes is diffi-
cult to optimize for the simulation parameters.
However, there are some factors that may have
contributed to the results.q The air mass flow rate was approximately
15 times higher than the air mass flow
rate.q High thermal resistance in absorber ma-
terial.q Limited frontal air velocity.
In the spray drying case the temperature dif-
ference between heat source and heat sink may
have been to large resulting in low COP. The
ammonia concentration in the vapour had to be
97.5 weight-% to avoid sub-atmospheric pres-
sure, and it resulted in a pressure ratio of 6.6
for the compressors.
V. Conclusionq Overall ammonia concentration is more
significant than for the linearity of the
temperature curves than the pressure.q A high water content in the vapour to the
compressor results in higher COP and
lower absorber pressure.q A low water content in the vapour to
the compressor results in lower pressure
ratios, discharge temperatures and com-
pressor volumes.q With no limitations the discharge temper-
ature, COP increases by approximately
40 %, pressure ratios by 12 - 13 % and
absorber pressures by 23 - 25 % for all sce-
narios, compared to simulations with the
discharge temperature limited to 180 ◦Cq With the assumptions in the model, a
desuperheater will only be beneficial if
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the minimum temperature between mix-
ture and heat sink occur at the absorber
inlet. Even then, the gain is small.
q Absorber simulations did not give any
realistic absorber geometries due to the
extreme ratio between absorber height
and width/length.
q The simulation inputs for the spray dry-
ing case may not have been optimal for
the process
Nomenclature
Latin letters
A Area m2
cp specific heat capacity kJ/kg-K
COP coefficient of performance -
CR circulation ratio -
D diameter m
DSH desuperheater -
FHX correction factor -
H height m
HP high-pressure -
L length m
LMTD logat m
LP low-pressure -
m˙ mass flow rate kg/s
Ncol number of tube columns -
Nrow number of tube rows -
P pressure bar
pfin fin pitch mm
PHX LMTD capacitance ratio -
Pr Prandtl number -
PR pressure ratio -
q vapour quality -
Q˙ heat transfer rate kW
R thermal resistance m2-K/W
RHX LMTD effectiveness -
ReD Reynolds number -
sh horizontal tube spacing mm
sv vertical tube spacing mm
SHX solution heat exchanger -
T temperature ◦C or K
thfin fin thickness mm
um mean velocity m/s
Uy overall heat transfer coefficient W/m2-K
UA conductance W/m2-K
V˙ volumetric flow rate m3
W work / width kW or m
x ammonia concentration -
ZZ overall ammonia concentration -
Greek letters
α heat transfer coefficient W/m2-K
η fin efficiency -
λ thermal conductivity W/m-K
µ dynamic viscosity Pa-s
ρ density kg/m3
Subscripts
abs absorber -
C cold -
comp compressor -
cond conduction -
des desorber -
H hot -
in inner -
liq liquid -
mix mixture -
out outer -
thr throttling -
tot total -
vap vapour -
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